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Expands
f’li Rapidly °

{ . By Harry Trimborn . ',&
: Los Angeles Times >

SAIGON—Teachers | are,
"murdered by Vietcong terror-’
ists or killed by the crossfire
‘of soldiers. Students are torn"
from their studies to join a
stream of refugees.

«.Zﬂm":'v,, R &.ae.r

»

ibarracks or shelter for the
homeless. - Classrooms, text-
_books and libraries vanish in
“the flames of combat.

', Such is the impact of war on
‘education in South Vietnam.”

.tion flourishes.

being taught by more teachers.
in more classrooms than at’

"any other time in the short,’

tion.

children attending elementary:
school in the southern portion
numbered 500,000. This year,
+the figure is slightly more
than 2 million or 80 per cent.
of the population in the 6 to
11 year age group.

Hopes for Future

. The Ministry of Education
shopes to increase the figure to’
85 per cent by 1970.
. In the last four years more;
than 700 classrooms were de-
stroyed in the fighting, Yet in
the past two years alone,
nearly 14,000 new classrooms
ave been built throughout
the country.
. Since 1967, about 15,000 ele-
mentary schoolteachers have
‘been trained, to bring the
total number of teachers in

L4

. Schools become militarYT

.Yet amid the turmoil, educa-J

H
"{ There are more children;

“turbulent history of the na-!

In 1954, the year 'Vietnam?_
was split into a northern and
southern zone, the number of'

the nation to over 35,000.]

:war is due largely to the de-
.gire of the people to have
stheir children educated.

.». “This. is the most thrilling
‘aspect of the whole educa:

There For Release 19
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- The relatively healthy state

‘loss of - teachers due to the
war. According to government
‘figures, 289 teachers were kid-
happed and 107 were killed by
‘the Vietcong between 1960 and
1967. During the 1968 Commu.|
‘nist offensives, another 31
‘teachers were killed: 3

-I?esire for Education z

pf education in the midst of

tional program in this coun-
try,” said Harold Winer, who
-as assistant director for educa-
tion for the U.S, AID program
‘here is the chief American co-
ordinator for joint U.S.-Viet-
namese educational programs.
" “I have never seen a people
‘of any country in which I have
‘worked over the years respond
so willingly and so unselfishly
‘to the needs of education.
They will do anything, they
will give their last piaster to
get a school going in their
communlty "

.. It is this zeal, according to
‘Winer, that keeps the Viet-
.cong from mounting any
large-scale, concerted, efforts
to dlsrupt governmental edu-
cational programs.

Early in War

. “In the early days of the
war, the VC made strenuous
efforts to disrupt educational
programs,” Winer said, “They
would destroy schools, kill and
intimidate teachers.”
. The terrorism against teach-
‘ers was part of the Vietcong
‘policy of rooting out pro-gov-
-ernment leaders in hamlets
.and villages. And teachers, by
-virtue of their positions, were
.at least potential community
leaders.

Where there was no direct
‘violence against teachers, the
Vietcong would often force

of other Communist victims.

The terror tactics were
largely limited to the elemen-
tary schools in rural comrnuni-

_Hegeg—md—mmm—o'lere
makes up for the numerical Lgenerally spared acts of ter-

them to witness the executions:

q8aiN s CAREETY

rorism.
Unlike elementary schgols

{in remote and vulnergble'

areas, high schools and [ol-:
‘leges -are located in cities
‘which generally remain| in
‘firm control of governnjent
‘forces..

Fallen ()ff

Yet vxolence against schqols
and teachers in the remjote
areas has fallen off in the Jast
few years because, according
to Winer, the Vietcong
learned that such action|
“counter-productive.”

“I know of nothing that has
aroused the hatred of the
ple toward VC activity as
destruction of a classroo
the Kkilling of a teach¢r,”

dren.”

While teachers may
longer be singled out
death by the Vietcong,
fear remains. Winer said| it

ers from the cities to take
signments in remote hamlpts
because of Vietcong activity

No VC Program

Winer insisted that contrgry
.to published reports there|is
no evidence that the Vietcophg
has established an educatiogal
program for the pcople, oht-
side the purely political indgc-
trination courses.

“We have yet to find apy-
place where’ the VC have pr-
ganized a fully operatipg
school program,” he said. ‘fn
contested areas there is genfpr-
ally nothing going on at {llL
However, in some of the areps
where the government S
control by day and the VC py
night, we do conduct classes
during the daytime.”

In the secondary schodis,

-and in the colleges and ugi-|
‘versities, the Vietcong makps

some attempt to infiltrate the
student body for propaganda

01194 AGEDTNOBNTOL 3, b

pressed, Winer said.
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By Robert H. Estai)rook

Waahington Post Porelgn Service

UNITED NATIONS—What
§s the definition of a natlon?

That, essentially, is what the
United States has asked the Se-
curity Council to decide by pro-
posing that it take up the ad-
mission of ministates to the
United Nations—without arous-
ing any detectable enthusiasm
for the question on the part of
the other 14 council members.

The United States has in
mind suggesting in closed ses-
sion to the Council membership
committee an as yet undis-
closed checklist based on popu-
lation, arca and economic re-
sources by which the suitability
of potential applicants might be
judged.

At the root of the problem
is that some of the smaller
among the 126 present U.N.
members can barely afford the
$50,000 minimum annual cost
of representation. Theré ~are
vast differences in population,
area and resources among cur-
rent members—yet under the
doctrine of sovereign equality
each has an equal vote in the
General Assembly.

For example, India, popula-
tion around 480 million, has
nearly 4700 times as many peo-
ple as -the Maldive Islands,
population 103,000. The Mal-

~dives now operate an embassy
§n Washington and Ambassador

[ Ministates Raise U.IN. Question
 What Qualifies as a Country?

Abdul Sattar doubles as rep-
resentative to the U.N. But for
a time business with both the
U.S. and U.N. was conducted
from the Maldives’ philatelic
agency in New York.

“Yet there is a strong possi-
bility that 25 or more additional
states, some of even smaller
population, may soon seek full
U.N. membership unless some
other~status is devised.

This was one of the con-
slderations behind the July 14
letter from U.S. Ambassador
William B. Buiffum to Secur-
ity Council President Ibra-
hima Boye of Senegal. Buffum
noted that former U.S. am-
bassador Arthur J. Goldberg
had raised the issue in Dccem-
ber, 1957, and that Secretary
General U Thant had taken
it up on several occasions.

The letter endorsed Thant’s
call for a “study of the cri-
teria for membership with a
view to laying down the neces-
sary limitations on full mem-
bership for the emerging
atates which are exception-
ally small in area, population
and human and economic re-
sources, while -also defining
other forms of assoclation
which would benefit both the
‘micro-states’ .and the Unlted
Nations.”

Under ‘the YU.N. Charter no
membership criterion is estab.
lished except that a state be

“peace - loving.” Theoretically
even Pitcairn Island, a British
Pacific dependency of ‘Mu-
tiny on the Bounty” fame
with a population of about 90
persons, i3 eligible for mem-
bership. The General As-
sembly's colonialism commit-
tee appears to urge full in-
dependence for Pitcairn in a
resolution annually submitted
to the Assembly.

No one seriously expects

thls. Some smaller independ-
ent entities have deliberately
decided not to take on the
obligations of U.N. member-
ship — among them Andorra,
Liechstenstein, Monaco, Aury,
San Marino and Western Sa-
moa,
. Moreover, size 18 not neces-
sarily an index to usefulness
and Influence. Malta, with
only twice the area and far
less than half the population
of the Distrlet of Columblia,
proposed the study of the sca-
bed that now pccupies the
world’s great nations at
Geneva.

But there are rumblings that
less qualified applicants may
be in the offing—for example,
in the West Indies, where the
British-sponsored associations
are encountering some of the
strains of other recent federa-
tions. Grenada, with only
about 90,000 - population, has
inquired about observer status

at the U.N. Anguilla, the Ca-
ribbean island of 7000 where
British troops intervened this
spring, had spoken similarly.

From the American stand-
point, a potential worry is the
Pacific Trust Territory of Ml-
cronesia, where several end
tities might scek separate
status without an inducement?,
to association. The coloniali="y
committce already claims
jurisdiction over the Virgllr:l
Islands, Guam and America
Samoa.

What accounts for the lack
of enthusiasm in the  Security]
Council about taking up the
question ds that some new
countries, jealous of their pre;
rogatives, fear that an attemp
may be made to institute
system of weighted voting in|
the Assembly.

There is little chance. any
such change would be apq
proved on its face,

But big powers have been|:
reluctant to risk offending
smaller delegations whos
votes they may need on obheg
issues by seeming to propose
a limitation.

A genuine problem exists
but it is hard to find diplo
mats from other countries whq
believe that the current U.S
move stands much greater
chance of success than pre{
vious stillborn efforts,
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According to a Poll Taken by COFREMCA

in agreement with the statement.

In reply to the question:

pletely."
about Franco-German relations.

China (9.5%).

danger.

(1)

185, rue de la Pompe, Paris 16:e.
CPYRGHT

of France assure her an adequate defence?"
29.2% said yes, and 11.1% had no opinion.

where 10.7% of all those questioned feared Germany.
opinion, reflected in the poll, estimate that a foreign country represents an
"economic danger" to France and among them, 28.4% believe that Germany is the

THREE-FOURTH OF FRENCH OPINION FAVORS KEEPING FRANCE IN THE ATLANTIC ALLIANCE

According to an opinion poll taken by COFREMCA from 15 April to 15 May at
the request of the French Association for NATO (1),
polled believe that France should stay in the Atlantic Alliance, 11.5% believe
she should get out, and 14.2% had no opinion.

This poll, which covered 2,250,000 people also revealed that 25,3% of
Frenchmen believe that France is still s full NATO member, 21.5% of those
questioned failed to answer on this point, and 46.9% of those questioned were
"France must remain in the Alliance because,

in case of conflict, France has need of the United States."

"Can the military force actually at the disposal
59.7% of the answers were negative,

51.7% of those questioned believe that it is in the best interests of

France to maintain relations with the United States;
"pretty much in agreement" with the statement and only 3.1% "disagreed com-

The COFREMCA poll also brought out some interesting results on opinions
To the question: "Is there at this moment a
country that is likely to develop into an adversary of France?" 29.8% of the
people answered yes, 7.4% named Germany as the country, which trailed after
This tendency was stronger in the north and east of France
Elsewhere 57.2% of French

T4.3% of all Frenchmen

37.1% said they were

The French Associgtion fopr the Atlentic Community (A F.c AL )

' Ce sondage. qut porte sur
 deyxr mille deur cent cinquante

rester en  relalions avec fes
Etgls-Unis : 371 < ¢

~ SELON UN SONDAGE DE LA COFREMCA

de la France dans Ialliance atlantique

¢ Belon un sondage d'opinion réalisé par la COFREMCA entre
le 15 avril et le 156 mai 4 la demande de I'Association francgaise
pour la Communauté atlantique (1), 74,3 % des Francais estiment
que la France doit rester dans I'alliance. atlantique, 11,5 % pen-
sent qu'elle devrmt s'en retirer, 14,2% n'ont pas d‘opmxon

< personmnes
“d'autre part que 253

révele
o des
Francais croient que la France
fait encore partie de I'OTAN,
215 % des personnes interro-

interrogées,

. pées ignorant la réponse & celte
- question. 46,9 Y% des personnes

Res trois quarts des Francais sont pour le maintien

interrogées sont d’accord avec
Uaffirmoation,: «Il faut que la
France reste dans I'alliance, car
on 4 besoin des Etats-Unis en
cas de conflit. »

A la question ! « La force mi-
litaire dont la France dispose
actuellement peut-clle assurer
efficacement sa défense ? », les
réponges donnent 597 % mnon,
29,2 % oui et 11,1 % sans opi-
nion.

51,7 % des personnes interro-
gées estiment que Uinitérét de
la France ‘lui commande de
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185, ‘rue de la Pompe, Parta-le!

« plutot d'accord» avece crl
opinion; 3,1 <h seulemeni de
disent « pas du tout d’accordp.
Le sondage de la COFREMC
jfait encorc apparaitre des r
sultals inléressants a pr-n
des relations franco-allema ~dep.
Alaguestion: ¢¥Y a-t-il + .
moment un pays susreptit
devenir un adversaire i
France ? v, sur 298 %5 ¢
sonnes ayanit répond: ,
74 % csﬁmnnt que ce jocx o
VAllemogs . qui vient aindi
aprés la « iine (9.5 %) ot
tendance est encore plu- accy
sée dans le nord et Uc. .
France, ot 10,70 % des »e
nes interrogées craignent UAlp
lemagne. D’autre part, 57.2 %..
des Frangazs, selon ce sondag
estiment qu'un pays dSlrange
représente un « danger écono
la France,

[\

lAllemagne const;tuc ce dange
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BOGOTA DOMESTIC SERVICE
3 July 1969 CPYRGHT
'CPYRGHT

PRESIDENT CARLOS LLERAS RESTREPO'S FIRESIDE CHAT

(Excerpts) I wish:to devote tonight's.chat to two principal subjects.
First, to comment on my visit to the United States, and second,:

to refer to my meeting with the members of the political..directorates
and the committees which were formed to prepare parlismentary work.

© 1 will merely emphasize some of the chief aspects of Colombia's
position, with which I believe the opinion of- my countrymen is identified,
but which I hope will become firmer in the consciences of all, because
I believe that they conbtitute a good path for the future.

;I have not felt it convenient for Latin America, particularly not
for Colombia, to weasken the inter-American system, but on the contrary;
to strengthen it. The truth is that within this inter-American system
there is a large power-~the United States-<highly superior because
‘of its resources, population, and means, to all the other members

of the Pan Americen community. But we are playing within certain
rules of the group which recognize the juridical equality of states.
Experience has shown that there have been deviations and that the
principles of the inter-American system have not always been followed
“"faithfully. Within this system the deviations can be corrected,
seeking perfection, and this is what we must do.

‘The consequences of an economic policy of continental complementation
would be extraordinary, because 1t is not the same to joiln poor
markets through economic integration as it is to have easy access

"to a market of the immense buying capacity of the United States.

I fail to see why, when there are protests against intermational
injustices, against the wide gaps between highly industrialized
nations and those undergoing development, these protests are directed
ggainst the United States, as 1f there were no other industrielized
nations with different political ({word indistinct)). Our problem-
-the gap--does not only exist with the United States, it also exists
with the USSR, France, Great Britain, Germany, Japan, end with all
Highly industrialized nations.

Naturally, the constant increase of open and latent unemployment
gradually created a vast social problem. It increases this gap,

this inequality, it causes--as I said in the United States--prosperity

to be divided, making a sector of the world very prosperous and

making another poorer and more backward. What can we do to reduce
this gap? Attack the United States, or cooperate within the inter-

American system to seek the development of a better policy? On this,
I wish to say something which seems elemental, but which people

do not consider. When the United States is mentioned people tend

to personify the Unilted States as if 1t involved one individual~ -
the old image of Uncle Sam with his striped trouscrs, high hat,
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- which make themselves heard, which pressure their representatives,

it the price of coffee, the granting of loans, tariffe, the conditions
imposed on navigation, and so forth. LA : . .

We must abandon this simple idea and convince ourselves that 1n
our relations with the United States we must start oul with the
idea that we are facing a country of extreme complexity. There is
not a single will deciding all things. There is an executive branch
which is quite strong, there 1s a Presidential regime, but there

is also a Congress which has special powers and whose will is decisive}

in many cases and which naturally is influenced by the different

sectors and interests of the U.S. people. The United States is like -

everywhere elsej there are capital, labor, and regional interests

the members of the House of Representatives and the senators. There
are pressure groups such as those ‘existing among us and in other
nations. Therefore, we must work to change our situation, not by
sgying "the United States simply does not want to give us this or
that,” but on finding out what we can do in each case, what we can
change with the executive branch, and what we must do to create

a good public image in the United States.

I have proposed a congress of U.S. and Latin American unions to
study the problem of unemployment. The gravity of unemployment

in Latin America is a reality which the U.S. workers and union leaders|.

should clearly understand, because their understanding will contribute
to the forming of public opinion. I have proposed this congress
because I am confident in the generosity of criterila of the U.S.

union leaders. Today I agreed with the labor minister to meet him

on Saturday and with the Confederation of Workers of Colombia (CTC)
and the Union of Workers of Colombia (UTC) to see if we can arrange

to hold this Pan American congress of labor unions in Bogota this
December .

This ides has been met favorably by Colombia workers and I think

it will be met favorably by the workers of Latin America. I think
that to oppose this--a policy seeking to open more markets in the
nation with the largest buying capacity--is a chauvinistic foolishness
((This opposition would come)) out of hatred for the United States,
because it is said that we will depend more on the United States

if we sell them ore. Why are we complaining? We want to sell more,

we want to export more. We must seek, through every means, an easy
access to U.S. markets, because one has to sell to he who can buy,

not to he who cannot afford to buy. It is foolish to think that

to create a climate of solidarity to gain more markels means increasir

our dependence, that i1t i1s sacrificing national autonomy. The international

economic policy of Colombia cannot be oriented along those lines

and, I repeat, we want to conduct it not only through embassies

and foreign ministries, but by contacting the U.S. public and its
different sectors and explaining the problem of the nations undergoing
development in the continent. '

12
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August 16-23

August 18-28

Auvgust 20-21

August 2L

August 24

August 25

August 28

September 1

October 1

October 10-12

October 17-31

October 23 =
November L
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Helsinki

Liége,
Belgium

Czechoslovakia

NATO

Soviet Union

France

Czechoslovakia

China

Viennsa

Budapest

Budapest

August 1969

WORTH NOTIUNG

Youth and Student Conference on Vietnam,
sponsored by the (Communist) International
Union of Students and the World Federation
of Democratic Youth.

Tth General Assembly of the (non-Communist)
World Assembly of Youth.

1st Anniversary of the invasion of Czecho-
slovakia by Soviet, East German, Hungarian,
Polish and Bulgarian forces of the Warsaw
Pact.

20th Anniversary, NATO Treaty (signed April
L) which went into effect in 1949,

30th Anniversary of the Soviet-Nazi Non-
Aggression Pact.

25th Anniversary of the Liberation of Paris
by French and U.S. forces, 194k,

25th Anniversary of the Slovak uprising
against the Nazi German occupation, 19uL.

30th Anniversary of the beginning of World
War II -- Germany invaded Poland from the
West September 1; USSR invaded Poland from
the East, September 17, 1939.

20th Anniversary, Chinese Peoples' Republic
which was: proclaimed 21 September 1949
and has since been celebrated 1 October.

Conference on European Security sponsored
by (Communist) World Council of Peace.

Tth Congress of (Communist) World Federation
of Trade Unions -- the front that publicly
protested the invasion of Czechoslovakia
last year (and has since avoided the issue).

Anniversary of 1956 Hungarian Revolution.
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with.Mr Brezhnev's Russia

i Beed
It lis time we made our minds up about Mr Brezhnev’s
Russia. The idea that the Soviet Union under Mr Brezhnev

s
isljfill. basically the same country as it was under Mr Khrush-
chgv is no longer.tenable. This weck the Russian anibassador
in [London has apparently been pursujng his govcrnment’s
altpmpt to get two Russian spies out of a British prison
by| one of the most blatant pieces of blackmail a major
pojver has resorted to this century. Back in Moscow Mr
Brfzhnev has got most of the world’s communist partics
to|sign a document which, though it does not specifically
mdntion the invasion of Czechoslovakia, may yet be used
byllhc Russians to justify doing to other people what they
di§ to the Czechs in the name of the * international duty
~of | communists” as laid' down in part two of Tuesday’s
- deplaration. It is too simple to-say that the post-Khrushchev
 regime in Russia has reverted to the habits of stalinism. The
ndnans, after their relative relaxation under Claudius, did
. nop get a retum to tiberianism. They got Nero. Mr
' Brfzhnev's Russia has much in common with Nero’s Rome:
~not least in the fact that the dominant interest of its ruler
' hab become the preservation of an impossibly inflexible
. pojver-structure. -
he handful of men in the western world who. chicfly have
to|dcal with this phenomenon can no longer escape the
~qupstion of what their policy towards Russia really is. To
 sotne of them this may seem a puzzling question. President
- Nikon will point out that the United States is already involved
| inlan attempt to work out a joint Russian-American policy
' foy the Middie East, and that it has just told the Russians
it vill be ready to start negotiating by the end of next month
" abput the number of nuclear missiles the two great powers
shuld allow each other to have. Herr Kiesinger will say
- thft his coalition in Bonn, whatever else it has failed to do,
" hak finally dropped Dr Adenauer’s old intransigence about
cajtern Europe. President Pompidou is probably calculating
~ right now the extent to which he, like General de Gaulle
| before him, will have to buy the quicscence of the French
| cofnmunist party by tailoring his foreign policy to Russian
. interests. Don't all these things add-up to a policy ?
he answer is that they do not, because they are based
. on| an assessment of what is happening in Russia that is
_ out of date. No doubt many of the things that the
- wdstern powers are doing at the moment in their relationship
. wilh Russia are desirable. Some of them are essential. But
no longer possible to believe, as it was in Mr Khrushchev’s
. lagt ycars in power and in the brief period when Mr Brezhnev
Mr Kosygin scemed to be continuing his policies, that
~ th§ process of ncgotiation will create its own momentum:
~ thpt a deal here, and an ‘understanding there, will broaden
" ou} into a gencral programme of east-west co-operation, The

hip with Him_

. .
It is pretty clear that we are getting close to the limits' of coexistence

|ships

This paper said in November, 1965, that President Johnson
ought to take a calculated risk:

It is a choice between an old priority and a new one—
to put it bluntly, between picking the Germans as the main

[])eople to do business with, and picking the Russians. . . .
‘his paper thinks that on balance the best and mwost adven-

turous course for President Johnson to follow in 1966 will
be to try to do business with the-Soviet Union. '

We therefore agreed with his decision to drop the idea of]
putting German sailors aboard a fleet of missile-carrying
 We welcomed the speech in October, 1966, in which
Mr Johnson offered in effect to accept the existing division
of Europe in the hope of encouraging a reconciliation with
the Soviet Union. That policy has borne some fruit : it has| -
produced, among éther things, the non-proliferation treacy.
But it scems clear that, for the time being at least, it 13
now approaching the end of its usefulness.

The Soviet Union has changed a great deal since 1965.
‘It has decided that it is not going to tolcrate—as it thenl
appeared it might—the hesitant experiments with rcfovnf
that were beginning to take shape in parts of castern Evropel
It has dropped the lid on ils own intellectuals. It w
reasonable to hope in 1965 that the tide of events in Russia
and therefore in the countries Russia controls, was movin
in the dircction of a more liberal form of communism tha
could work in partnership with the capitalist democracic
of the west. It has turned out that it was not. The issuc
let it be emphasised, is not primarily a moral onc. It is
not the unpleasantness of the way things arc run in M4
Brezhnev’s world that makes-it hard for the west to co-operald
with Russia. It is the fact that the policy of repression tg
which Mr Brezhney has committed himself at home inevitably
affects the course of action he follows abroad. That showed
itsell in Czechoslovakia last August. It will presumably show
itself just as clearly in the other causcs he supports anq-
‘opposes around the world. If Mr Brezhnev's chicf aim i
life is to perpetiate the existing power-system in the comy
munist world=—and that is surely the explanation of his
.insistence in calling this month’s conference in Moscow-—h¢
is unlikely to be an amenable man for the rest of us t¢

deal with.
So long. as this state of thi

ngs continues—and that mean
until Mr Brezhnev changes Russian policy, or is replace
‘by somebody who will—it is bound to be reflected in th
way the west handles its relations with the Sovict. Union
There are only two sorts of subject on which, in these circun

stances, it will quite certainly be right to go on negotiatin
with the Russians. The first is the sort in which no gre

issue of ideology is involved. “That means, above all, th
Russian-American talks about missiles ; since the aim

" mentum )“i&ﬂﬁ?’GVe‘d‘j‘-‘grRéleased999/09/02' :
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these talks is to prevent” another round of the arms race,
nd to encourage the non-nuclear countries to stick by the
on-prolifcration treaty, it is in both sides’ interest that
the mceting both of them have now agreed to should take.
lace as soon as possible. The second sort of negotiation
orth going on with is that which is designed to stop a
lbcal quarrel tumning into a superpowers’ war. The one
lace where there is any rcal chance of bringing this off at
¢ moment is the Middle East. It is remarkably hard to
¢ how the United States can bring Isracl—or Russia the
rabs—to accept any proposals they might draw up between
em. But the mere fact of having worked out their ideas
gether might help the great powers to stay out of a war

one came ; and the fact that the local preponderance|

f power, which would then settle the issue, seems to belong

Israel is no skin off Mr Nixon’s nose.

But that is about it. The recent conduct of the Sovict
Jnion has made it fair to say that, cven in these two ficlds,
Mr Nixon should tread pretty warily. Of course, it would

an excellent thing if the missile talks produced an agree-
ent, to be enforced by inspection, that neither Russia nor

iwarhcads into its rockets. But that is not the same as to
hrguc, as some of Mr Nixon’s critics are arguing, that the
United States should unilaterally stop the development of
hese two sorts of weapon without some means of checking
 that Russia has stopped work too. Not long ago that might
have looked a risk worth taking. Mr Nixon is likely to
bc more caytious now. He will be equally cautious, on
he Middle East. The Americans will not want to give their

ive protection against guerrilla attacks after their hypothe-
ical withdrawal from the Sucz canal and the Jordan.

It will be nccessary to handle even thesc two essential
ets of negotiations with considerable care. And when. one
ooks at some of thc other things the Russians have said
lhey want to talk about it is even harder to sce why the west
hould accommodate them. They are still putting an extra-
prdinary lot of back-scratching into the attempt to organise

hat they call a European security conference. The objection
fo this is not that they are still trying, as they once were,

o stop the United States from attending. They have given
‘that one up. It is that the only apparent point of such a

amboree would be to extract from the western countries.
‘that turncd up a formal and explicit recognition of the present

ivision of Europe, Oder-Ngisse line, Walter Ulbricht and all,
ne can sce why the Russians would like this: they want

0 have their cast European dependencies wrapped up and

aid on the shelf so that they .can desal, with China.; It

America will build an anti-missile system or fit multiple }

might even be worth taking them up on the idea if they |
were willing to extend to the west the same degree of |
co-operation in Asia that they are asking from it in Europe.
But there is very little evidence that they are. Their help
in bringing the Vietnam war to an end scems to have been,
to put it generously, marginal. And the suggestion of a |
“ collective security system in Asia ™ against China, which Mr
Brezhnev threw out last week, is apparently designed to
cxclude the western powers. The article by Mr Matveyev in
Izvestia on May 28th, which first produced the idea, men-
tioned only six Asian countries as Russia’s possible partners.

Unless Mr Brezhnev explains that his idcas about Asia
are broader-ranging than that, it will be possiblc to draw
only one conclusion. The conclusion is that the Sovict Union
wants to pursue its own policy. in Asia, for its own cnds,
while it invites the western world to underwrite its failure
in eastern Europe. There is not much there to attract the
west’s negotiators, It reinforces the impression created by
almost everything else the Russians have .done in the past
year. The Brezhnev regime has let itself be frozen into a
preoccupation with the salvaging of its own authority. It
is motionless at home, repressive where it has the power to
be abroad, and narrowly self-interested in its diplomacy. From
such a government it is unrealistic to expect the imagination;
that would be needed to revive the hopes'of real cast-west

) as it skays in power Mr Nixon and.

co-operation, So long as ot
the_ rest'of .us will probably’ have to reckon tllpa;‘t we 'are

pietty close to ¢the limits'of coexistence! '

\pproval to any formula that did not offer the Israclis effec- .

2
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o pursue the reformist goals of the
halcyon period. Thc contradiction

nalistic cxperignee but with .
: pomicnl vicws.

‘,.

{Prague

* La:ter

{

PRAGUE
¥'% S THE FIRST anniversary of the

{513 Sovict invasion approaches, it
as become increasingly apparent’
“that Dr. Gustav Husak's attenipt to
pacify Czechoslovakia with a policy

diminishing returns. The question
qow is whether he will respond to:
‘¢pposition from the unions, intellec-'
‘tuals and liberal Communists with-
donciliation or with an even tougher
Hne, :
Last April, when Husak replaced
lexander Dubcek as First Secre-
hry of the Communist party, his
qystem for restoring order secmed’
o simple and ecffective that some
pcople wondered why the Russians
ad not thought of it sooner. Where"
Ris popular predecessor had wav-
¢rcd and compromised in an attempt
' fo save what he could of the pro-
ressive platform, Husak bcgan at !
.¢nce to apply “realism” in everyl
That the 56-ycar-old lawyer and
Party veteran had demonstrated in |
 his cight months as Slovak Party;
hicf, meant rcahzmg the Sovncts[
pave five or six troop divisions in
‘| this small country and it would not :
Jpe wisc to oppose them too vigor-
_'pusly, Once law and order is re-
/' ptored and criticism silenced, it was

zé, %
1
f-f "y
i ' One -
%;

il 68;1’
i

}By Donald R. Shanor |

Qf Realismus is beginning to yield -

: ;mam objectives of the progrcsswes- ’
1 was frecdom to dissent from official

¥

free press.

Husak’s initial success in impos-
mg controls on journalists, writers,
students-and the Party’s lower eche-
lons“(put‘"fﬁe liberals in a mood of
. despair. The feeling was widespread
that the real effects of the August.
21, 1968, invasion were finally being

felt; that all the maneuvering in the .
months between had been diver-: -
slonary games tolerated by the Rus~ -

snans. o

But of late the reformers have =

been cheeting up. Husak's repressive
actions, they now realize, were:

taken in situations where it was easy .

for him to overcome opposition. The
battles he has yet to win involve.
much more complex power rela-
tions, and there are even some in-

stitutional safeguards on the side of ‘

the progressives, !

It was simple, for example, to
-systematically purge those regional
Patty sccrctaries and  presidium
meimbers who were tov  strongly:
identified with Dubeck and refused:

to recunt after Husak came o'

power, In the space of a few weeks,
no less than 37 presidium members”
were ousted, including the powerful’
Moravian chief, Josef Spacck, who'

along with Joscf Smrkovsky lost his .
-post on the national presidium in
the same plenum that demoted Dub- |

cek.

There was a parallel weeding out
at the repional Party newspapcrs.
‘Over the May Day holiday 1 called
on the cditors of Nova Svoboda, the

Party journai in the grimy industrial’

city of Ostrava in Northern Mora-

“via. All the editors, T was told, were:
enjoying the long weekend, When:

~ the nation rcturncd to work, neither:
“liberal cditor in chicf Ladislav Bub-

Jik nor his leading staff members
were at their desks, They had been

apparatchiks wﬂh no known jour-

! policies and to express their crite
“jcism openly in frec speech and a

' ‘;spccch were subscguently . read

~.punch as his original delivery. Th

-~

. ‘based on falsc information,

- acted apainst the students. Uniog

~cut ‘off student subsidies, but hj

man of thc National Front before
he invasion and was onc of t

mcrcly the delayed end of his carce .‘
Typewritten copics of Kriegells

-mcctings in the big plants in Of-
‘trava and around Prague, howevet,
-and packed as much anti-Husa

rcglmc branded these gathering
“anarchistic” and said they werp

It was ot this point that Husak

members in five plants in the Pragug
arca reacted with 15-minute strikes|’
Again- there  were recriminations]
but no decislve actlon by the govd
;cmmcnt .
.. Husak can oust regional leaders)
change entirc cditorial stafls, ang

knows he cannot jail or cxpel th

-tens of thousands of dcfiant workerd -

rlmphcd chAppmmmu Reécas&Aygd/pomizht bYARDM79L01

'Yiho have taken part in these meet/
ings. A skilled politician, he has in
cluded the chairman of the nationa

;dﬁ‘mmwoam -Bolacck]

e Party presidium in the hopd

s ot e

.
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f opposition gets worse, the Jabor
ader and his licutenants can be
red.
| Buta purge cannot reach down to
he local level without causing grave
_political damage to Husak and the
ussians. For in the nine months
tween the advent of the Dubcek
JJcforms and the Soviet invasion, al-
‘fnost cvery factory in the country
ook advantage of the new frees
om and replaced its entire union
eadership. In public mecting after:
_public meeting, the old bureaucrats
frere voted out of office and new:
Blates put in. :
.| The cfect of this was 1mmcdntcly‘
hoticcable at the trade-union con-’
press held early this spring. The as-

‘pte thc movement’s power to the

ommunist pacty. A draft bill gwmg'

"khe workers far-renching control in
anagement and -production " decis
‘plons ‘was, passed.’ 1t is still ‘being

crament and will probably be cither
fejected or weakened beyond recog-
‘pition,
Whatever the ultimate outcome,
‘Ihe congress showed labor’s power
'hs well as its detgrmination to quit
‘playing the traditional role of trans-
‘hission belt for official policy. The
Iater Kricgel mectings and the solis
'Barity strikes with the students fur-
fther confirmed ‘this change.
| 1f Husak wants meck and com-
lacent - unions again, there arc
plenty of uncmployed former union
leaders who would be glad to get
their old posts back. Yet the change

lic mcetings and an open vote, and
it is likcly that most of the progres-
|sives would be confirmed in their
present jobs—or that if they were
forced to bow to government pres-
surc, the popular outcry would be
worse for Husak than the present
opposition.

Still, the regime has not been
stripped of all its weapons. A union

“pembled  delegates demanded not.
- pnly an cconomic but a political role’
for labor, and rcfused to’ subordin-. .

pushed back and forth in the gov-

would involve another scrics of pub-.

outskirts of Prague discussed one
type of action it could take against
the labor reformers:

“They’re going to have to make a
couplc of arrests in the factories.

There's no atmosphere of fear like
. there used to be. No one is afraid to
spcak out. Of course, this would

mean an cnd to Husak’s promises
of not returning to the methods of
the '50s. But it may be his only way
of dealing with the unions.”

One indication that the usc of fcar

. as a weapon is under consideration
. was the arrest of 19 persons, most.

of them youths, in the North Bo-

. hemian city of Teplice, in connec-

tion with the anti-Soviet rioting that
followed the Czechoslovak hockey

victory over the Russians at the end
of March. The fact that 150 wit-

nesses arc scheduled to be called at

“the trial or trials points to maximum

publicity and may mecan that the

fate of the defendants is intended to -

scrvc as an example to other unruly
clements,

Another possible straw in the
wind was a recent tough statement
by Intcrior Minister Jan Pelnar
against liberals, which evoked mem-
orics of the days when the Party
leaderships cquated any form of
criticism with trosson. He chargoed
that progressives who have left the

- country, including Professor Ivan
Svitak, now at Columbla, “keep in

touch with persons having the same
objectives and who femained in

Czechoslovakia.” In Pelnar’s view,

the designs of native anti-Party
forces are “almost identical” to
Western intelligence plans “to dis-
integrate the unity of the Socialist
camp.”

It is but a short step from such
accusations to charges of treason,
as many thousands of Czechs and
Siovaks can testify from their own
expericnces at the trials of the late

~ '40s and ’50s, More than 5,000 vic-

tims of that period have applied for
rchabilitation  proceedings, and
every week the press has a few lines.
noting the annulment of & sentence

“in memoriam”—to have been -
volved in yet another rigged trial.

‘ HE FACT that Husak has chosen
Tto allow the rehabilitations to
continuec-——one of the very few of
. the Dubcek programs he has kept—
'is considered a good sign by those
who think he will deal with his op-
position without the use or threat of
terror. Another good omen, they
feel, is Husak’s own record as a po-
litical prisoner in the 503 and his

. struggle to obtain rchabilitation. A

long letter he wrote to former Presi-
_dent Antonin Novotny in thosc days
had much the same rcbellious sig-
nificancc as the current Kricgel
spcech. It, too, was circulated in:
typescript in the factories. If he has

forgotten this, which is unlikely,
“some of his aides have not.

Both the pessimists and the op-
timists felt that Husak’s performance
at the recent Moscow meeting of

‘world Commmunist leaders proved

their_point. The pessimists pointed

{to his layish and frequent praisc of
-the USSR as “the main pillar of the
Socialist camp and of the interna-

tional Communist movement,” Tho
oplimists’ argument was more sub-
lle, being based on what the Party

Secrctlary did not say, Despite what

must have been considerable pres-|
surc, he did not justify the invasion!
and cven went so far as to tell the
forum that the Sovict action was!
based in part on faulty information’
about conditions in the other Par-
tics.

ments?” Husak observed, “Yes, we
had enough strength!”. ‘
Justification of the Sovict action
would have had the most serious:
consequences here. It would have
given the Russians the proof they
want: branding those who were fun-
ning the government at the time,:
along with the editors of the clan-"
destine newspapers and the broad-
casters at the secret radio stations,’
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“We arc often asked the ques-
tion: Did we have sufficient inner
strength to defend Socialist achieve-

E

R
s

L e I e

el 23

B S—

SRS ey S

G Eg s, o Sl SRR

« rerige e

T S



CPYRGHGFpproved For Release 1999/09/02 CIA-RDP79- 01194A000500080001 -3

aidcrauons must have had an i
fluence on Husak’s decjsion. Aft¢r.
all, he was one of the most impoy-
- tant speakers on the rebel Bratislaya
stations, and, as newly elected Si

‘vak Party chief, one of the mo v

‘quoted officials in the clandestirje
'press. Indeed, he used the media Jn
“his power struggle against the
laborationist former Slovak lead rf
Vasil Bilak. L i

Of course, there are many ¢ -f

amples in the Communist move-

“‘ment of men who repudiated thejr
carlier positions and allics to change,
their course. The pessimists use g3
their example Poland's Wladysla
‘Gomulka, who changed from t
reformer of 1956-to the orthod
Party chieftain of:1969. The’ opt-i
,mists like to cite the case of Hur-
gary's Janos Kadar, who was put i

office by the Soviets but has giveh
'his people a mora liberal regi

CPYRGH

WASHINGTON POST
13 July 1969

- Czech Wﬁrkerg

P@sﬁ st Attack on

PRAGUE, July 12 — Workq‘
prs at Czechoslovakia's biggest,
steel mill posted a letter from
thess champion Ludvik Pach-,

- man. that “rudely attacl\cd"
Communist Party chicf Gus.
av Husak, the Party daily
Rude Pravo reported today. '

ers  at the Ostrava mill, 17q|
iles cast of here, stopped
ork for two hours to discusy
lfu;t'letter and vote in support
Energetic ’steps would be

taken  against the factory

nion leadership for. this “pro-

vocative attempt to affect the

fforts of the Party," said.

'‘Rude Pravo.

i Pachman, a reformlst who
as suspended from the, Com-

The paper said some work-:

~ Husal

after the factory invited hip
and other reformists to
forum at the plant. -

His letter, in which he dg-
fended himself, was pinned %o
the factory bulletin board,
Rude Pravo said.

The paper accused “righteyt
forces” within the unions 4f
attempts . “to push the. trade

unions into a united fromft
against socialism and frieng-
ship with the Sovict Union,”
" Rude Prave also reportcf
that a group of conscrvatl

Czechoslovak Communists mqt!
'in Brno yesterday and agrecH: .- )

:to enthusiastic applause

1 ‘ha“ any Olhcl' O\Ilsldﬁr -l . ’ unist Party recenuy for crit- { scnd a letter to the Soviet gaf-
.‘ovakia. I 3“.‘.‘-‘_& X ,‘,‘ 1; . ,‘,: : ;. ] clzlng its current ]eader,' rison at necarby Olomou )
‘ vrote the letter to the union tha kllng t’he R)‘;ZS':‘d" a"my { dr.

, elp In “liquidating P

"NEW YORK TIMES danger of counter- revolutlo o
CPYRGHTF 1969 - ary overthrow® .. -...}]

Cze(:l'l—'b—erkTa—om v g

i
l
I
| PRAGUE~The next act of the
jCzechosiovakia drania is likely -
“to unroll in the coal mines and
;foundries of Ostrava and the
ihuge machine shops of Nsen.
and suburban Prague. The antoge’
onists aré, on the one hand, the
“hard line {action what is ot pres-
.ent in control of -ive Communist’
party apparaus and .on. the
_other,. th# sullen masses of
“woikers.

The a~wv Communist party

chi=f, ;.. Gustav Husak, and his
ultraceaservative  allies,  who,
with Suvlet backing seized power
fu April, a2 talking now In wor-
ried toincs about carrylng “the
struggle against right-wing oppor-
tunist _and anti-Socialist forces
Into the factories.”
. The workers say little, The
_trouble, for the regime, is that
they work even lcss They have
stopped

" _turning or tearing up Communist

The extent of dissatisfaction - -
in the party was shown last ,
week when it- was anncunced :
that the ruling Presidium had
replaced the director of its staff * .
college. The announcement said
“fortign centers of antl-Commu- :
nism” bhad made deep inronds '~
in the country in 1968 and 1969.

“About one half of all the
_party members in our workshop
" have openly left the Communist

. factory ccls”.a foreman in an

engineering plant on the outskirts
of the capital reported the other
" day.."Most of the others don’t

. attend party meetings, We hold

- our own informal meetings in the
: canteen, discussing the dey's
‘news. The crunch will come
i'when they send us Soviet sol-z

", | diers disguised a3 workers.”

“Volunteer” members of the:
" Soviet forces stationed through-

"c' . <

" The Workers ‘Vote’ With a Slowdown

helpers in some farming coopera- = °

tives and factories in Slovakia. .

:The official explanation is that .
i the need of many Soviet soldiers

_ for training or retraining in civile'

.fen Jobs and Czechoslovakia's | '

manpower shortages provide a
splendld opportunity for frater-
" pal cuoperation betwcen Soclal-
. Ist nations. :

i The regime seems still hesitant :

: about orening the factory doors
(to thc hated and despised occu»
‘pants. Also In the western part

,of the country,
Moravia, industry is far more ad-
vanced than in Slovakia and la-
- bor Is more militant,

f - *If plant morale and discipline
sink yet a little lower, the [Com-

' munist party] leadership may de-

" cide that every workshop necds

i its platoon of Soviet ‘volunteers’

.and anything might happen’
then,” the assistant ynanager of

o :utthecunryha alread
) rone qmlmr*‘Release 1:909[09‘/ I?A-Rm* 9-011 9%@&%’0&9‘[}5"“ a

hard core Communist but likes,

Bohemia and |
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rather thiz:. # dopmatist,
Angry Reto.t

When the technocrat
asked for comment on the f

tioned) he became angry
sald: “You have ijot been
the whole story, Their cantpe
discussfons are fine—but ¢
hold them when they sh
stand at their lathes, OQur w
ers are busy only on Saturd
and Sundays when they b
theic weekend  houses, tin
with their motorcycles or ing
light, We are losing » Ict of
port business because we

don't work hard enough and
work less and less. Sura, we it
no strike at the plant. But wh
happening now is—I hate to
the word—sabotage.”

Reports reachifi4 Prague f

many Industrial areas agreeli

sively slowed down since
No figures are yet availabie,

spokesmen of .the regima
alrcady warned that the dve

ing proportions.
Doctrinaire Coirmunists

been in charge of the Cuc

slovak economy longe: tha

conservatives,
The Soviet-led Invasion

working morale, Incrcased abgen-
teeism, loosened plant disgipjine
and voided the prestize pf |the
trade unions. Each one of £z¢ch-
oslovakia’s 60 or so unions gar-
ries the word “revolutionasyf in
its official title, but they arg as
revolutionary as the buregucfats
who run the economy. The tijade
unions are not allowed to organ-
ize strikes and expected to] re-
press wildeat stoppages.
Nobody has yet been ahl
prove that the present go-glow
strategy i1 the factories has
planned by clandestine lea
It may be the expression
mood or the result of an unfler-
ground movement. Whatever|the
reason, the pro-Soviet regme

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP

CPYRGHT

silgnce and jsolate dissidents §
apparatus, and among juurd
nalists, writers, students and in-
tellectuals scems at a loss how|
to |[make the disaffected factory
hagds work harder. .

THE ECONOMIST, London
28 June 1969

Czechoslovakia  CPYRGHT
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Where the workers .
“] youth was not slow to. recognise the
‘ gotemials of flourishing profit-making

like the students

onr.
W

CORRESPONDENT

Student. power is. in its infancy i
Czechoslovakia but the students are learn
ing fast.
force student bodies into politica
neutrality, it will discover it has a toug

past two years has obliged universit
students to recognise that political activit

an integral part of everyday life and, i
the words of a student leader, * the quali
tative content has been improved.”

The Czech students’ union was out
lawed on June 20th because it hag

and made statements, at home and abroad
which were * at variance with the polic
of the National Front and the Czecho

culmination of - a. running feud whicl
began last April when the students’ con
gress in Olomouc, attended by represen
tatives of 60,000 students in' 65 faculties
voted against membership of the Nationz
Front, an umbrella body through whic
- the party tries to controf everything fron
boy scouts to the non-communist partieg
The congress left it to the indiviglua
faculties to decide for themselves whegjhe
or not to join the National Front gnd
only about half a dozen opted to dg so
Economic retaliation followed. The su
sidies to student bodies, which amount
more than 7 million crowns a yea
were summarily halted after only
million had been spent.

metalworkers’ union, interceded on th
students’ - behalf and tried to discove
more precise reasons for the ban on’ théi
union. He was given- four reasons: tha
the union refused to join the Nationa

If the Husak regime tries t¢
job on its hands. The experience of thg

cannot be lightly set aside ; it has becomg

allegedly violated laws protecting the statg

slovak government.” The ban was thg

bl

This week Mr Toman, chairman of th¢

Front ; that it had contacts “with the
American agent Szule” (Tad Szule,
former New York Times correspondent) ;
that it had made untrue statements to the

‘western press; and, lastly, that the students

were running commercial enterprises with-
out paying taxes. This last charge is cer-
tainly true,.although the students claim

‘that as a social welfare body they are ex-

empt. Before the August invasion, Czech

usinesses—eight separate enterprises to

"be precise—ranging from an employment

bureau and the production of souvenirs to
a profitable bar and restaurant and a
printing plant.

As Mr Toman's attempted mediation
shows, the students have continued to
maintain liaison with the trade unions in

-spite of official disapproval. A meeting

of Prague locomotive workers has
demanded that the ban on the students’
union should be rescinded ; and the metal-
workers' union was talked out of full-
scale strike action only when Mr Toman

ersuaded tham that other methods would
ge more effective. The presidium of the
students’ union has condemned the ban as

. the act of “ the bureaucratic power centre

which has temporarily seized. control in
Czechoslovakia'; and an appea! against it
has been filed both in the courts and

direct to the Czech minister of the interior.’

In that characteristically Czech foot-

dragging manner the union continues to.

function normally—it is vacation time—
until the appeal is heard.

" The party, meanwhile, has announced
the formation of the preparatory com-
mittee of a new student movement for
the party faithful. Of eight members of
this committee, six are from military

' officers’ academies and the other two

are known party stalwarts. Its aim is to

“ overcome the deficiencies of the former

student organisation.” It seems improbable
that this splinter organisation will enjoy
any more popular support than the
orthodox journalists’ union which went

straight to the hotiom of the creek when |

it was launched over two months ago.

"Much, however, depends on the degree to”

which the majority of students place
material benefits above “the political
independence of their dissident organisa-
tion ; for the government has seen fit to
hit where it i likely to hurt most. - -

:
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VBy RICHARD DAVY : ." |

The' full text of the defiant

resolution passed by the Czech
'student parliament on July 2 has
now reached London. It shows
that the Union of University Stu-
dents of Bohemia and Moravna
(S.V. S) intends to continue work
in spite of the ban imposed by the
Czech Ministry of the Interior on
June 20. The union has appealed
against the ban, which means that.
its activities are not officially
Jillegal until the appeal is rejected,
which it almost certainly will be. -
. A striking  point about the
document is that it gives full
support to the elecied leadership
‘of the union, a -fairly radical
;group headed by the presldent.:
‘Mr. Karel Kovanda, which did,
;not enjoy such solid backing untii’
{it, was subjected to clumsy govs
{ erhmiental pressures and attempts '
ito sct up a rival Icadership with -
: official backing. These pressures -
. rallied students who were begin-
ining to drift back into apathy ot
‘who were succumbing ‘to the
‘financial and other lemptehons of
official approval.

‘humanization of ' our
started after January, 1968, and
. -forcibly interrupted by the inter-; .
" vention of the Warsaw Pact
,armies in August, 1968 ', '

Deﬁmm resoﬁve by
- Czech studems

The resolutlon calls on the

‘students .to boycott the officially ~
.sponsored rival leadership, dess .
‘cribed as a preparatory comimit- .
lec, and “in the event of the !

‘S.VS. being liquidaled to main- |
tain the contmuxty of the exlstmg
orgnmzallon on the lines of its
adopled and gencrally respected
views and organizational struc-
ture, and to discuss forms' and
procedures for further actlon ,
after the school year reopens ™ i .

The resolution rejects the oﬂ‘-l

cial .party line adopted by the

Central Commiittee in May, saying -
that it negates * the national pro-l
cess  of  democratization and:

It appeals to the trade unions .

‘{0 express ‘their views on the' |

Aattempts to abolish the S.V.S. and

‘to cancel its various agreemen

with the unions,” signed since

August last year. (These agree- |
ments have been regarded as very .

significant by studeats and works :
ers, and as very dangerous by the !

party leadership.) .

society
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Dlsaffectlon rlfe in Czech
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i é ristian Sclence Monitor ; % . 3
CPYR v 1
Prm

k, 1 “!, v RUATIRS o"'
- E. ‘GPYR%I is nlso an extensxve movement to

1 ommunlst Party here over the hard course
f events since Gustav Husak took over the4

Jeadership. This is officially admiited here.,

| Party recruitment in the: ﬂrat_.quarte_xj_ of.“
is year was the lowest for any three-month
riod since 1952, There were alao five tlmes

‘g8 many expulsions, resignations, and dro
uts. These exceeded 21,000—dgain thp1
ighest figure since the '50's.

It is credibly said. moreover. “that the;

-zauons this mvolves.up to 30 percent of th
members. Dr. Husak has admxtted to- pooy
attendance at man

CPYRGHT

‘Lhere could also be troubl
over the resolution's call for spc
Jfcial meetings to be held in school

“lon International Students’ Day
November 17, and. for “ plou !

manifestations and meetings i
1 jschools™ on . January
anniversary of the death of Ja

fPalach, the student who set fire tol’

imself in the Wenceslas Square
fin protest agamst the abandon«
Iment of last year’s reforms.

The preamble to the resolution
stroagly emphasnzes the socialist

*“engage them-
Selves through thelr work- in-real«
zing the humanistic goals of
socialism ” as expressed - in the
party policy of last year.

In a particularly powerful pas-
bage the resolution condemns pre-

‘pent policies : “ Vast purges and

ifhe return of discredited personal-

‘Jties into = responsible positions,

fhe attacks on_ culture, including
ersonal attacks, the banning of

agazines, absurd censorship,

-fke., attacks on the most clemen-]

fary rights of the workmg class, |
panning workers’ councils in fac-
“jories and preparing the abolition:

.pf those already . in existence, |

. 4-= | paralysing independent  trade

.+ finion policy, violating basic civil| -

-4 Fights, restricting the right of]
issembly,  postponing | elections,
ittempting, to replace Taw with
political statements, the speeches
(pf 'leading politicians—all - thiy
|Jorces us to reject the presen?
manner of - pohcy-malung. the

ain. feature of . which ‘is thd

xclusion of ' the workmg ‘clasy

rom the making of * decisio
‘poncerning society as & whole.” "

19, thel’

G bk
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o tane up The , "
'and to make the personnel changes re-,
quited to eliminate ‘liberal” influence.

{ There have been refusals to *“take aj
‘stand” on the leadership’s efforts to imple-
ment the stern measures sanctioned by thé!
‘Central Comimittee following the change at'
the top. It has not been easy, often, to ﬁnd'
candidates willing as well as competent to‘
take e over from the reformers.

. ‘From the dogmatists’ point of view e
‘smaller, more disciplined party would bt;

preferable to the mass party (1.5 mlllion)i)

'e-'ﬁt'as — aven mmmﬁl%b%

part:
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being at least, has been shattered. :
But the disenchantment reaches beyond’
the party into every sphere of Czech life —.
workers, intellectuals, and youth. _ s
" The radical reforms in factory manage-
ment and the new authority foreseen for.
the labor unions prior to the invasion -
workers’ councils to help determine working
conditions somewhat akin to the Yugoslav
model or, at least, matching the enhanced
role of the Hungarian unions — have all
.been shelved. . -
To this has been added the burden of an’
austerity program, an antiinflation move
‘which the government could not avoid une,
.der the present economic stress, But higher:
‘prices, cancellation of the "13th month"—"
- 1the bonus on the yearly earnings — and
the curbs on wage increages until produc.,
‘tivity improves have all fanned the puliu-f
cal bitterness. - . ) ,
Efforls by party groups on the workshop
floor—outnumbered 5-1 in’ some cases—to,
combat ‘“‘anarchic tendencies” and gain

“control of union organizations in some of,
‘the biggest plants here have failed. y
". There is the same threat of withheld dues,.
‘as in the party, as a gesture of political
Jprotest, A crop of brief stoppages in sup-
port of the banned Czech student union
‘showed that the solidarity between workers
‘and youth is not yet broken. .- ..

- The student union was _ dissolved last
jmonth because of activitles “‘at variance
‘with the policy" of the National Front and

the government,’” . e oo
‘Spate of tough oratory S

é a
} ‘The student presidiim called the ban an'

act of “the bureaucratic power center which’
188 temporarily seized control of ‘the Cen-
’krél Committee”™ and announced an appeal

] .

ito the courts. -

! “The outcome it predictable. But the stu-
‘dents seém not to have lost all heart. They
still wear emblems as symbols, not-of ‘‘op-
position” to Czechoslovakia’s * ‘“‘socialist”.
'state but of “resistance’ to the occupation
‘and the status to which they see their coun~

(ST .

102 : CIA
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human face” reduced.

. Théy have shown no greater response to
the government'’s plan for a new union than
the Czech journalists to the proposal that
they create an officially approved body in
Place of their own formerly militant organi
zation. : ‘
. Despite all its campaigning — and a spate
of tough oratory recently by Dr. Husak,
Lubomir Strougal, the *‘gray eminence” at

I the head of Czech party affairs, and others
~ the leadership is not thus far “‘communi- -

‘cating” with or reaching Czech public opins

- 4on. Lo
¢ Students and factory workers apart, ordi.

inary people also just do not accept the view
they are .being asked to swallow of the
“mistakes” of the reform movement and the
iniquities now being attributed to some of
its leading figures as an exculpation of the
Soviet ‘“‘anxiety.” : H

Officials disturbed S

 'Palk in public — in the cafés and on the
trams—has in no way been subdued. It is
striking evidence of contimilng unity and of
how deep the promise of the ‘‘Prague
_spring"” penetrated into the hearts and lives
-of the vast majority of the nation. :
; Even those reform-minded officials, loyal
party veterans who accepted Dr. Husak’s
“'realistic” view of the situation and the.
course he advocated as the only way out of
‘the crisis, are disturbed by the extremes of:
Jlanguage and what may be termed & lack of!
*public relations” In the way it is now pre-!
‘gented. ' L *
i “Firm leadership is one thing,” one official’
-.{ﬁirm’:.rked. 4“1 did not expect it to be like’

8. . . . : 1
» The Soviet charges of “‘counterrevolution®:
= though neither they nor anyone else has'

_yet identified its leaders — the “antlsoélal-;
ism’” and ‘*‘rightist opportunism” of many
Jeading reform champlons have all been
‘conceded. ! o !
.~ Only endorsement of the invasion itzelf— i
ithat it was *justified"--is still withheld. But
‘Rude Pravo, the official party daily (nowf‘
completely in the hands of the dogmatists);

tame.close {0, the mark Juge 34, It described;

.
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G s Paris.
USTAV HUSAK has ‘normalized”

Crechoslovakia (o the extent that 1t is
once again an outwardly orthodox Soviet
salellite, but under the surface this occu-
picd country scethes with™ anti-Russian.

animosity. Approved For Relea

Czechoslovakia is ‘normal’

Anti-Russian fecling of today is as intense
as anli-Nazi {eeling of the past

‘again but seething

The cold war may have abated as far
a3 the rest of Europe is concerned, but
the Czech and Slovak peoples hate Soviet

-agents and their local collaborators with
_ all the intensity of their hate for the Nazls
- 8 generation ago. PR

se 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A06080808600%-3s “bound)
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By STUART S. SMITH

"Not just youth ‘

Leaflels written by a sludcnls-éna
workers group and currently being dis4
tributed in Prague cali upon the country'y

populace to celebrate August 21, the fi
anniversary of the Warsagw powérs’.elnEJ
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- Husak lackey.” :

But it is not just the politically active

~ youth and workers who are involved in
the continual campaign to rebuke the
. Russians. Czechoslovak citizens in gener-

al, and especially the children, take every
opportunity to show their contempt.

A few weeks ago a 15-year-old Czech .

boy went on a vacation trip with his high
school class to a small Moravian town
near the Polish border. Shortly alter his'

arrival he sent home a postcard which’

read: :

““Dear mom and dad, we got here 0.K.
Opposite the stalion there are a lot of
Russians—a whole pigpenful. In the eve.
ning they come to our restaurant and get
.drunk. Then they start shouting and.
shooting for the fun of it.- They keep on’
yelling: ‘Everything for our beloved

" country.’ See you soon. Love, Jiri,”

‘Hungarian feelings SN

The anti-Russian feeling'in Czechoslo-
vakia is much stronger than it is in other

.East European countries because the

.t anachronism

vak cittes—including Prague, l};g;js!a—
va, Pilsen, Brno—with little or np justih. -

“calion... .. . :
Hungarians, although embittered over -

-the Russians, can occasionally be made

to admit that the 1956 uprising, during.
which many Soviet soldiers were killed,
was a provocation the Kremtin could.
“hardly ignore. The Czechs and Slovaks, '
~however, swear they will never forgive

;Russia for stabbing their country in' the' -

back just a few weceks after the Prague'
party and government leadership had.
~onceé again sworn allegiance to Moscow
.and the Warsaw Pact, :

‘Russian courses in school

' During the past several weeks Czecho-
'slovak pupils from all over the countrys
:have been driven to Praguc to sce an old'

play at the Children'’s Theater, The line -

s which always gets the best hand is any
: someone  surreplitiously :
i wrole into the dialogue: “Why docs ouri
National Museum have the chicken pox?"!
‘The reference is to the machine-gun buls,
Jet - scars which slill disfigure the mue,

et

© . munist parly newspaper, can no longer|’

Czechoslovak schools are havinga b
time getting pupils to take the compu:
.1y Russlan courses, Even hefore the inval
sion the children compiained thal they
resented learning a language they .ha
- virtually no usc for, They pointed out thap’
.even though the Soviel: Union was ap’
- allied country it was almost impossibl
“for Czechs or Slovaks 1o gel visas t
t travel there on privale trips. Since th
‘invasion, of course, no one wants
“anyway.
' Not long ago a Russian-cluss teache
:in a Prague school held a test for his
-pupils. Only seven turned up. The other:
were suddenly sick. '
- The situation is so bad that even Rudd'
;Pravo, the official Czccheslovak Coml.

-

“overlook it. It is disgusting, the pape
. wrote recently, that whenever the Soviel:
* Union is mentioned in school, a loud hund'
.or buzzing breaks out among the sly
,dents, _ ' o

Another issue of the paper carried al
“letter from a 12-year-old boy who wrole;

:P\ffRvauly 1969

Soviet troops shot up so many Czech and’

WASHINGTON-POST

seum’s facade and which liberal Czecho., : Burning Soviet flags expresses the fecl- :
glovak leaders swear will be left as a'.., ‘Ingsof our people.”. =~ e |
reminder of last summer’s invasion,

) - CPYRGHT. |

Czech Exiles Despair

! tion inside Czechoslovakia im- |

Washington Post Forelgn Eervice

GENEVA, 'July 16—The
roming to power of the hard.;
line regime of Gustav Husak :
has increased the flight of :
Cizechoslovaks . from their
bomeland, and has uprooted
many exiles already settled in
Western Europe, lcading them |
to set out on a second migra-
tion, this time overseas. '

Officials in international
refugee organizations here at-
tribute the new movement of :
Czechoslovaks from Europe to
the Western Hemisphere; Aus-

i tralia and South Africa (o the -

loss of hope among them of re-
turning home when the situa. .

proves. !

A few months after the So- °
viet invasion of Czechoslova. .
kia on Aug. 20-21 last year, the |
flow of emigrants setlled |
down to about 600 a weck, ac- |

dording to figures here. Witht

the advent of the Husak gov-- .,

it is estimated that a total
of 80,000 Czechoslovaks have
emigrated in - the last 11
months, almost all of them le-
gally departing on tourist per-
‘mits to other Communist-bloe-
lands and hence making their
way to Austria— or to Switzer-
land, West Germany and Aus-
tria on passports which the
Czechoslovak government has
“hitherto granted fairly freely.

The emigrants have been of |

2 very high level of skill, abil- - .

ity and education and hence

cminently employable. Some, |

10,000 have found jobs in-
Switzerland. Including 200 doe-
tors, and 15,000 in West Ger-
many. Between 7000 and 8000,
have gone to Canada. ) '
Mecantime, the quota of
10200 political refugbes that
the United States agrees to ac-
cept each year was filled in
- the fiscal year ending June 30,
: mostly by Czechoslovaks. It is.
expected to be filled again in
-the present year, ‘ ;
Asg of last month, there were

ernment 1o the spring, the . ;4 o39"cecosiovaks in refus

tally jumped to about 800 and -

- before the summer is out it is.

‘expected to tise to 1000,

¥

‘gee camps, mainly in Austria
jand West Germany, awaiting
r.processing for migraticn and

- snew homes ang(
_t all but a few o

- explained here,

resettlement. AT BT

the fugitives of the period im-

mediately foljowfng World

War II, officials believe there

will be little tr

“vaks.

“The labor-hyng
.used to get tho
-the steady flow pf Jugoslavian
emigrants,” a p

Czechs® supply

brains they
want.” . ;

. ,ones, nad

of Return
Under Husa

ried (o sctile near,
their homeland, dreaming of a |

{return In™the months or years
‘to come, officials explain.

Now, they say, the inquirics A

- are flowing in, even from emi-,
-grants who have found good

‘Jobs in Western Europe, about’ |

‘possibilitics for work and re-’
scitlement in lands beyond the- |

acean. :

. Caech Official Urges. "

- Reducing Penalties - - |
PRAGUE, July ‘16 (AP)-<Y

Justice Minister Vaclav Hra<
.bal of the Czech Republie!
called today for lighter penal-’
-ties against persons who try to:
leave the country illegally.

:.-In an interview in the mill.®

tary newspaper Obrana Lidu,- -

: - °  Hrabal sald the “social don-.
s Tthe :es:tl(:lle er iproblc:(ni ger” of persons flecing the'
: 10 some Cegreq Increased  oonyy 1o overrated. Hesald it
by those Czechouslbvaks who " should not be considered a se.’
'xlzl::ve ghe;tm‘t!;lle ', ¥ feuri‘"zg' . rious antistate act punishable.’
soolls ¢h fhobo ¢ E'ME " by years in prison, but should -
pevs ope ord e he dealt with as a violation of .

.
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Prague’s Leaders .

i -

0%919413 QQQ{] tBiving ,

strike. _

Visiting several plants the
{past few weeks, this reporter
‘prudently resisted liquid ‘hos-
‘pltality forced on him by man-

,agers in the early mornng.]
} .

By Kenneth Ames

Epecial to The Washington Poat

. PRAGUE, July 11—Officlals’
here belleve that the joint
Czechoslovak Communist Par-
ty 1eadership under Guctav
Husak and Lubomir Strougal
is in no great hurry to mold
the Party, government and ju-
diclary to its conservative pat-
tern but 1s prepared to
achleve this by stages, without

. resorting to dramatic or sud-
+denpolitical purges.

‘. As one editor commented,

"changes , with

-committees, the mass -media

“They will ultimately get all
they want without the meed
for revolution.”

Miroslav Galuska, the lib-
_eral Czech Cultural Minister,
this week became the latest
. victim in the gradual but inex-
'orable shift back towsrds or
‘thodox communism. Galuska

‘iwu forced to resign after dis-

iputeg concerning tigther con:

trol of cultural affairs. Specifl-

cally, he opposed the increas-
ing predominance of ex-
the Soviet
Union. )
The trend towards conserva-
tism, -called by many Czechs
“Staltnism,” I8 unmistakable.|
In the Party ideological
school, the grass-roots Party

-ithe majority of offices and

and the labor unions, progres-/
sives are being replaced by
hard-liners. g
The new system for control<
fing the trade unions is & par-
ticularly sigdfficant move, &
first step to getting & sullenly
registant labor force back to
work to start production mov.
ing again. .
There is open opposition to
this in factories, with frequent
spontaneous, brief strikes. In
fact, there 18 1ittle -need for

strikes _virtusily “the
lmql.-'.mnm is conducting &

reporter see a single portrait
or slogan supporting Husak or'
Strougal, who assumed power!
after the reformers had been
worn down by the effects of
] on. %

!
f

e

#Administrative Measures”

‘not here we would alregdy

‘have done some serious dqhk-

‘ing” :

Liquid Eqquipment .
Bottles of vodka, slivovitz,

.wine and brandy have now bes

‘come essential equipment for

!factories. One union member
explained, “We punch our
.time cards in the morning and
‘then adjourn for the rest of
the day to the tavern just out-
.side the factory gates. Unfor-
itunately the newspapers are
now unreadable again, so we
normally play cards.”

: “But there is already a deter
‘mined move to “tighten discip-
fine.” The blg CKD engineer-
ing works in a Prague suburb,
which has always displayed
huge portraits of President
Taudvik Svoboda and former
progressive leaders Alexander
Dubeek and Josef Smrkovsky
on its factory gates, was
forced to remove them early
this week. .
" Newly painted slogans ap-
pear ‘on walls in provincial
towns and villages: “Dubcek,
 Smrkovsky, we believed what

| measures,” a euphe

_\secret pollce services.

tyou 'told us, We still trust

Nowhere, in fiearly 1000

It political and economie
order is not soon restored, pol-]
itlcal experts belleve, the con-
servative leadership, gt pres-

ent a minority force, will be
obligated to resort to harsher
methods. If replacement of
key persons by their own cho-
sen supporters does not bring
a change of attitude, they will
be forced into “admjnistrative,
5 m for

jailing. t A
Strougal this week took an
obvious step In this direction
by taking over complete con-
trol of the People’s Militia and|
coordination of military and

He also explicitly stated
there would have to be
greater powers for state prose-
cutors, adding darkly, “The
ranks of our supporters will
grow, but not without certain
measures which we may be
orced to use,”

Strougal's reference to his
growing number of supporters
ean be seen on the repeated
television accounts of Party
meetings in provincial centers.
The missionary zeal of these
audiences is written large on
their glowing faces—-the fana.
tecism of a minority group

geeing the prospect of a taste
of power, - N
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Prague rebels call
¢ for day of g

wr

.."T'* Decorate where possible . the
(- graves of all the victims of the
‘ "'_shamcful occupation, "
“"*Buy no daily newspaper’ of
i.,J,magazine. . .
1. Visit no coffechouse or res- .
.slaurant. Coffechouses where
{mthere is dancing must remain
Jempty so that bands are not:

“w
)

F Ry

7

. 'foodstuffs the day before. Yir

, Lo ' . wor] ;- obliged to play gay music. <
CPYRGHT mgwrmﬁmg ‘ L] ; :Dccoratc the memoriais of all
Pt R P IART 2 H H i

T = : D : " “Exaclly at 12 a.m. ccase al:

| activity at machines and every
* . other place of work for five

A
" From MICHAEL HORNSBY—Prague, June'27 "

A remarkable document now ~ The student-worker appcal‘;
"circulating in Prague and signed says : “ There are also other: ways
‘by * students and workers ™ calls of drawing the attention of the
on  Czechoslovak * citizens  to ;world to the fact that we are'"*

-..of the occupation and the .ne
u- terror. ‘ ;

w* Cars should come to’a halt

., minutes to honour the victims . -

© .obsesrve &

{0-point plan’ to "’
.turn  August 21, the first®
janniversary of -the Soviet in-
‘vasion, into a “day of mourn-
ing . It advises against general
-strikes on the ground that * the :
.treasonous clique ” now. in power

. * would make use of them for the :

{further limitation of our free- '
doms” and recommends instead
* boundless scorn for the Moscow
overlords and the .Husak . lack-
eys ™ : ; '
i It is impossible to say how
'widely the document is circulating -
“and how much support it has.
Many clandestine leafiets of a
similar kind have bcen passing
from hand (o hand in recent
weeks  containing  speeches  of °
rebel politicians and  resolutions
of disgruntled workers’ organiza-
tions. This form of underground
informalion system is the. classic
-Czechoslovak response to times
of censorship and was prevalent
during the Nazi occupation.

{ DAY OF SHAME

“fighting still for socialism with a
human face. We have agreed on
. the issuing of directives' whose

observation will amply demon- -
‘strate to the world that we have
not forgotten the day of shame
and that we shall never reconciig

“ourselves to- such visits [of the ,
~ Sovict troops]." . Lo "

“It is the duty of all ‘loyal
citizens of our nations to observe

“the following ' - directives’ - on .

" August 21 :— -
~ Do not use transportation
. " means even to go to work. An
. I"-exception is made for working
! people who have to usc thei
s irain to go to work, -1t is¢
B necessary to walk ‘demonstras
.7~ tively to work. The old and the
"I sick should avoid unnecessary ;
: m‘ﬁp& J‘.‘vz-.r
b D onot go lo. cinemas and.
. yr,theatres, In this way we shall
warelieve the actors of the neced to
~q act in comedy pieces on. this
& day of mourning. EEERL

’ ; August 21

fand put on their lights, Othep
~ transport vchicles should also
| D€ at  standstill. o
it " Inform your friends and rela-
1+ tive abroad about the actions
+» which are being prepared and
“ask them to propagale similat
0 actions throughout ' the | world.
v It is necessary to appeal to
[ world institutions ro proclaim

. shame.,”

i' The signatories of the appeal”

ask everyone who reccives a copy
of it to bass thcse directives on
“to at lcast five "of his true
; friends ™. We believe that you will
not fail, just as you did not fail in
the August days , it says. -
The appeal praises Dr. Kriegel,

. the former Praesidium member

{ Tecently expelled from the party
for denouncing the invasiion, und
! other ' “moderi heroes “of " our
| nation ”* for defending the * truth
concerning the real intentions af

thc,uninvnted guests™. ¢ ;...

We are nearing the sad anniversary of the contemptible occupation of our
rcounbry by the armed forces of our so-called friends. "Quislings, led by HUSAK,
INDRA, KOLDER, and others of their ilk, are trying to pull the wool over the
.eyes of the Czech people and to legalize the occupation of August 21 as a

as - the day. of

fully Justified and necessary action by "our friends:" For this reason it has
. been founc necessary first of all to eliminate from the leadership of the state
.and of public life those individuals who have until now prevented such crassness,
.even at the price of personal freedom, safety and material security. )

'This new foneration of heroes of our people 5> led by Dr. KRTEGEL, PACHMAN,
ZATOPEK, H/7EL, and many others, have proudly and fearlessly taken their place:
- in the front rank of resistance against the mercenaries of the STROUGAL-AUERSBERG

clique, and nre bravely defending the holy truth about the real intention of
cour uninvit.«! guests.

_Our peoples will never forget the sacrifice of our dear sons Jan PALACH and Jan
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%o remain in firm fraternal allience, in order together to inform the public of
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state in'drder to bring C :
in vain to bring the Czech and Slovak peoples. The Hisakovites have been
abandoned by our fourteen million citizens who have deep scorn in their hearts.
The history of the world has firmly shown that treason will not remain unavenged.
On the day of the sad anniversary of the occupation of August 21, 1968, we must
once morc show and remind the world of the shameful deed perpetrated upon us by
the Soviet Union. We are not able to defend ourselves with:a weapon in hand.
Tet us defend ourselves, therefore, with hate, with unbounded contempt for the

a general strike. The teaitors'! clique would use the strike for further measures
and limitations upon our freedom. We must, however, let the world know that we
are continuing our fight for socialism with a human face. We have agreed on

s number of measures, whith will sufficiently prove to the world that we have

not forgotten the DAY of SHAME and that we will never agree to similar visits.
‘It 1s the duty of all faithful eomrades, citizens of our mtions, to be guided

ron August 21 by the following rules: :

1. On the way to and from work, do not use vehicular transport; the

the journey to work should be on foot. 0ld and sick people should forego
unnecessary travel on this day.

2., Do not visit cinemas and theatres. In this way, actors will not be
forced to perform in comedies on the day of mourning.

* 3., Do not do any shopping. Necessary groceries can be bought in advance.
4. As far as possible, we will decorate the graves of allyvigttmq of the
occupation. '
5. Do not buy newspapers or megazines.
6. Do not visit restaurants or cafes.

‘7. We shall decorate monuments of all famous historical personages.

8. At the stroke of noon, we shall cease work at machines and in all places
of work for a period of five mjinutes to honor the memory of the victims
of the occupation and of the new terror.

Other transport will also stop.

actions throughout the world. It is necessary to call on world public .
institutions to use their influence that August 21 be proclaimed at the
DAY CF SHAME.

In order to make this action effective, the guidelines sbove must be
distributed so that they may reach all the people. Censorship and
control of the press prevent such action, and therefore it is the
national duty of every individual to transmit the guidelines to five
real friends. We believe that you will be up to this task, just as you

Joviet overlords and their Husakovité lackeys. We are not in favor of proclaiming

exception is those who have to come to work by train. As a demonstration,

9. Passenger cars will also stop and turn on their lights (at noon - trans.).

10. As far as we are able, we shall bring the planned actions to the attention
of friends and acquaintances abroad, and call on them to propagate similar

~ were up to € days of August. "
‘Together toward victory «-
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Karel Kyncl's Statement at the June 2 Plenum of the Central Committee of the )
Prague Municipal Committee of the Communist Paxrty. . 3

Comrades:

T

The essential purpbse of the recent Communist Party of Czechoslovakia (cpes)
- Municipal Committee meeting in Prague was merely to approve resolutions ' :
- supporting the decisions of the CPCS sessions. At our April meeting, we passed -

a resolution declaring our "complete agreement" with the decision of the April
Plenum. At that time, I voted against the resolution. One of the main reasons . 3
for my stand was the formulation "complete agreement." As a member of this ‘ o
body, I was expected to express my complete agreement with something of which I ’
had only very superficial information and with something that I, in fact, did
not know.

R TP T

oo

I did not become a party member yYesterday. There were times when I '
enthusiastically voted for similar formulations without the slightest hesitation.
T shall never stop blaming myself for that -- and I shall never do it again,

.

-

The situation last Saturday was very different indeed. Comrade Simon
gave us some facts about the May session of the CPCS CC; how we.are to interpret
these facts was very eloquently explained to us by the First Secretary of the _ !
CPCS CC on Saturday afternoon, at the meeting of the AKTIV of party officials it
in Prague 9, at the CKD works in Prague, which took place on the same premises O
where, nine months ago, the allegedly illegal party congress was held. ° i

On Saturday, I could not say that I did not possess enough information to
decide on how to vote. This made my decision much easier: whether I should
raise my hand or not; while, on the other hand, awareness of the fact that I
- was, as a Communist functionary, co-responsible for the future of our party
made things much more difficult for me. On Saturday morning, Comrade Husak
used "the language of the May Plemum" -- to repeat Comrade Matejka's words
when the latter thanked Comrade Husak for his speech. What was the language
of the May Plenum, as reflected in the speech of the Comrade First Secretary?

At Prague's CKD works, Comrade Husak analyzed the causes of the critical
siltuation, or to be more precise, situations, through which our party has passed
in recent years and especially in recent months. I listened and T could not R
believe my own ears. I was horrified that s highly educated Marxist -- as
Comrade Cernik characterized Comrade Husak in the eulbgistic part of his s
- address ~- could describe in such shallow, superficial, and cheap words an
enormously complicated, and since August clearly distorted, development. It

was unbelievable to me that a highly educated Marxist ~- and Comrade Husak is

~ one, despite everything -- could so calmly and without blinking an eye pass

over such details as, for example, the answer given by our party to the well«
known Warsaw Letter of last July. An answer for which he himself, in fact,
voted. I could not believe that, only 10 months later and without the slightest

- reservation, he could back the content of that letter, with which he had so

fundamentally disagreed 10 months earlier. _ o
Approvea For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79}-01194A000500080001-3
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this with merely a brief remark that he had misunderstoo
intervention in August of last year, when every child knows that it is one
of the fundamental reasons for the crisis in this country and in this party.

T was horrified when I heard the highest party representative, who
himself went through a bad personal experience in the fifties, compare the
weeklies Reporter and Listy with Radio Free Europe.

I was horrified to hear from his lips gross invectives against the best
representative of our learning and culture while saying at the same time that
the CPCS must not isolate itself from our intelligentsia.

T was horrified when I heard how Comrade Husak described, in haughty
and arrogant terms, the life-long work in the party of Comrades Kriegel,
Vodslon, and Sik -- and I literally shuddered when Comrade Husak debased
himself by indulging in a tasteless play on words -- "Kraglovani-Krieglovani" (1)
doesn't Comrade Husak realize that his own second name lends itself so well to
‘8 similar play on words. (2) )

However, form is & matter of personal taste, tact, and civilized behavior.

Much graver is the essence of what Comrade Husak saild. about the work of these
Comrades who, in his words, which I do not consider witty, were sent on vacation
by the Central Committee. All he had to say about their work, and, I would
‘like to repeat, specialized work for the party to which they have devoted

their lives, was arrogant jokes. I know some of the expelled Comrades well.
Permit me to say here, at the Plenum of the Party Municipal Committee, that, in
my view, the time will come when these expelled Comrades will be considered to
represent one of the few assets which our party will be able to claim before

8 discriminating public opinion which will be passing judgment on the period in
which we now live. Unfortunately, this will not be the first' time. And only
last year, after January, Comrade Husak himself represented such a positive
asset, after years of persecution.

' What I have just said is also a recollection of the fifties -- a reminder
which, according to Comrade Husak, one of those who have now been sent on
"yacation" made at the May Plenum. With an enviable disregard for the facts,
Comrade Husek described it on Saturday afternoon as mere panic. He declared
that not a single person has been arrested in this country or transferred to
snother job for political reasons. It is true that nobody has been arrested thus
 far, but if Comrade Husak says that nobody has been transferred to another job
for political reasons, this is not only a disregard for the facts, it is clearly
not true. )

Each one of us gathered here could present a shorter or longer list of
people who have been transferred to another job for clearly political reasons,
not for reasons of specialization. The list could be headed, for example, by
Professor Jiri Hajek or Josef Smrkovsky, who could be following by a number of
people from the Ministry of the Interior, and dozens of journalists from the
party and other periodicals could bring up the rear.

(1) Kraglovat, Odkraglovat -- get rid of, assassinate Communist character
assassination.

(2) Husa =-- goose; Husak -~ gander !
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Are, therefore, the fears that there might be some form of a return to
the fifties mere panic, or do they have some foundation?

When I listened on Saturday afternoon to the broadcast transmission of

the meeting of the AKTIV in Prague 9, I was also reminded of the fifties by

something else. When the announcement of the purge in the Central Committee
was greeted with wild applause and the chanting of "long live the CPCS," I
remembered similar reactions with which many Communists welcomed the reports
on the just punishment of the "traitors, conspirators, and bourgeois national-

“ists," one of whom was also Comrade Husak., Obviously he did not remember this,
. probably because he did not hear the applause and the chanting in his prison
cell, I should like to-remind him that, at that time, other Party representabives

POSitivelyappraised the mood of the party masses, as he did on Saturady after-
noon. In short, I listened on Saturdey afternoon to Comrade Husak's speech

and I recalled the Marxist rule that the ends and the means must be dlalectically
closely linked. The thought of what the ends must be if the means used in

his speech are in dialectical unity with them, gave me the shivers. -

Comrades, the date of my Joining the Party is recorded as 1 June 1945
on my membership card. This means that yesterday I have an anniversary:
the 2Lth anniversary of my enrollment in the Party. This is three years
more than half my whole life. I realize that my membership in the Party

* will not outlast this jubilee by much if the speech delivered by Comrade Husak .

on Saturday really represents the language of the May Plenum, as Comrade Matejka
has described it. The reason for this will not be that I shall tear up my
membership card in some theatrical gesture. I shall not do this, because I
value this card too much. I shall not voluntarily give up my cgrd; rather,
those -- as Comrade Husak has described them & "genuine Marxists" will have

to teke it away from me, those who are now likely to enter the fray with
high-flying banners, after this May Plenum. I shall defend my membership card
against them -~ although I am not so naive as to believe that I am likely to
succeed in this. The fray, which they are now apparently sbout to enter with
flying banners, will not be a conflict of ideas and opinions; it will not be

a debate in which he will emerge as the victor who can defend his views on the
grounds of Marxism-Leninism. It will be & normal brawl in which whoever has

the most power and wields the biggest stick will gain the upper hand. For

these so-called genuine Marxists who talk of nothing else but Leninism are

not even able to answer the simplest questions, such as, for instance, how the
supposed limited sovereignty ef a state and the events of August 21 can be
reconciled with the first constitution of the USSR, which expressly guaranteed
the right of the union republlcs to self-determination and even to secession.
Incidentally, I am not at all surprised about our one-and-only Marxists.

There is no answer to these and.similar questions. And it is mnch simpler

to answer them by a punch in the nose.

Lastly, I have to reply to an argument which now daily appears in Rude
Pravo and which Comrade Husak also used on Saturday afternoon. This is the
argument that, before a Party office adopts a decision, a Party member may
freely and democratically discuss the problem concerned and express a.differing

- oplnion, but that once the decision has been made; it becomes as binding as

- the law itself on a Party member.’

The first thing I miss in our Party today is precisely a free and

democratic discussion. Nowadays, decisions are adopted after a parody of
free and democratic discussion
' Approved For Release 1999/09/02 CIA-RDP79-01194A0005000800d1 -3
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nd as far_as the binding nature of such decisions is concerned, may I
ask ae&&&%a EorBaleaseiia9/08/2 nCp-RER78:04104A00050008600°F- T
the Party -- as a model who, despite all facts proving the contrary, regarded
him [I_{usag as a traitor and bourgeois nationalist until he was rehabilitated
for the sole reason that this was the opinion of the Party leadership and of
First Secretary, Comrade Novotny? If he does regard such & man as a model, ;
T am sorry; I would regard guch a Party member as an unthinking member of a

herd!

And another small incident. When I was working as a foreign correspondent
I once interviewed a young American who had refused to obey the order to go
" 4o Vietnam. He refused*to do the duty of a citizen of the U.,S. In his
defense, he quoted a part of the judgment of the International Tribunal at
Nuremberg which had tried the Nazi war criminals soon after the end of the war.
A1l of the defendants there had said that they were not criminals, since thay
had merely carried out the orders of their superiors and acted in accordance with
. the then valid laws of the Third Reich. The Nuremberg Tribunal, in which a
Soviet judge also sat, rejected this defense and declared in its verdict that a
person who carries out an order that is contrary to the most fundamental :
principles of humanity, sound reasons, and morality, is fully responsible for his
actions and does not have the right to push responsibility off to a higher
authority. Well =-- this young American referred to this judgment of the
Nuremberg Tribunal, but the Americen court rejected this defense and handed

down the maximum penalty.

At that time, T 'expressed great indignation asbout this in a conmentary I
" proadcast, and I was highly commended by the then highest Party, authorities
because of this indignation.

My indignation was not meant as a gesture and I have maintained it to
this day. Therefore, from the position of this indignation and from the
position of Marxism, today I shall vote against any resolution of the Municipal |
Committee of the CPCS which approves the results of the May Plenum of the CPCS :

cc.

I regard these results as a tragedy for our.Party;‘and.'-- since our Party
is in power -- as & tragedy for this state. ) A ' '

' HASHINGT(%N 6POST

= :
‘Czech Journalist |
. PRAGUE—Karel Kyncl, &
CPYRGHT reform-minded  journalist
who last month attacked
Czcehoslovak leaders for
‘compromising with the So-
viet Unlon, has been
stripped of Communist
‘Party membership, the
.Czech news agency CTK re. \
ported. It said he will be in-

vestigated by the Party.
! Kyfol's speech followed ¢
Mimilar one by another res
former, Frantizek Kriegel of
the Party Central Commits )
4ee, who dlso Jost his Party,
imembership. Neither-speech!
yas faparted 1o e press,
. " coples. were clrculased f
{ S ’ ’

i leatiat form, . a;,ﬂ _
N Y :
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LONDON (NANA)—It
ould-be unfalr to ignore
e Kremlin's Insistent
laims that the World
ommunist Conference
as & striking success.
here 18 nothing left,
herefore, but to acknowi-
dge that the estimate
biven by this. columnist
ecently of the confer-
ence’'s prospects was
wrong. '

¥ had sald that whatever
{happened at the Moscow meet-
ing, the Kremlin could not
win. If the meeting agreed to
a Jjoint declaration of prin-
ciples, this would contaln so
little of what the Kremlin had
‘been  demanding  as to con-
‘stitute a defeat for it. And If
the Kremlin did get the sort
of declaration it wanted, I
argued, then o number of im-
portant parties would refuse
to endorse if, thus producing
'a formal split in the World
‘Communist Movement.

' But the only sense {n which
this analysis was wrong was
that it posed two mutually
exclusive possibillties — that
either the deglarntlon would
be unsatisfactory to the
Kremlin, or that it would be
satisfactory ta it but some
parties would refuse to sign
it. What happened in the end

toth profoundly unsatisfactory
to the Kremlin, and that a
number. of parties refused to
sign it

The refusal to sign by such
parties as the Italian, the
British, and others, and the
signing “with reservations” by
still others, is a matter of

.was that the declaralion was: '

By Victor Zorza

~ But it is precisely the So-
viet claim to act as the power

‘ center of the World Commu-.

nist Movement that has been
firmly rejected by the Moscow
declaration, in common with
a number of other Soviet
‘claims, thus making it clear
that the final conference docu-
‘ment comes nowhere near the
version that the Kremlin had
.been pressing so long on the,
other parties.

That Moscow wanted to be
explicitly recognized as the

Rome of the Communist’

: movement is’ clear, first of

all, from the re-conference
warnings by suc “gpposition”
parties as the Romanian andl
the Italian that no Communist
party or state could now,
claim to act as the center for;
the others. ;

The debate continued even.
during the conference ftself,
when Janos Kadar sought to.
convince the uopposition” that.
the proper
of the role of the Soviet
Union was "not merely a gues-
tion of sentiment,” but yas
crucial to the_ success ot the
struggle against “imperialism.”
In order to succced in this
struggle, the Communists |
needed unity, he argued, and.
a “correct relationship” with'
the Soviet Union—the recogni-.
tion of its leading role—was:

the necessary basis of such
unity. _ . -

Kadar was Qquite right In
saying that this was not &
sentimental issue—lt is, indeed,
a basic lssue of the power

{ relationship in ‘the Commu-

nist world, In the 1960 Inter-
national Communist Declara-’
tion, . all the parties acknowli-
edged that the Soviet Union
was “the universally recogniz-
ed vanguard of the World

publie record, and the Krem-
}in's apologists can do nothing
to disprove if.

{ Fourteen out of the seventy-
'five partles represcnted at the
meeting comprise this new
“opposition,” mainly from the

| basis for its frequent attempts

‘Communist - Movement,” and
this gave the Kremlin  the|

_to impose Its will on the other
parties. No wonter, therefore,
that this formula was so bit-
terly disputed durlng the pre-

right, and this leaves out of
account the Chinese and other!
parties on the extreme left.
Ideologically, the Russians e,
main at M

ppraved ForiRoRaseetoogy

parations for’ the Moscow
-conference. . .

The challengers scemed to
e lost much groun when

acknowledgement,

ways anxious to stress its
loyalty to the Soviet Unlen,
announced that the draft of
the declaration to be present-
ed to the conference gave
clear recognition to the “deci-
sive role” of the Soviet Union.
Perhaps it did, but by the
{ime the conference had finish-
ed with it, the ' declaration
made no mention of the “decl-
glve” role of the Soviet
Union,- but, instead, announc-
‘ed quite unequivocally that
“{here 15 no leading center of
the Internatiohal Communist
Movement.” R

The struggle over this
formula illustrates the Krem=,
lin's long retreat, during &
series of prepératory meet-
jngs, from the- exposed posls
tions which it had chosen so
unwisely at the start. In order
to get any declaration at all,
the Kremlin accepted during
the preparatory mecting hun-

dreds.of amendments from the

_"opposition” parties, =0 that
not only the Sovlet Union's
tnpole”. .but many other So-
“viet-Inspired. {ormulations had
‘to be abandoned. . . L
- During the conference pro-
per, & further 30 amendments
were accepted, out of the 70.
submitted by various delega-
tions, in a final effort by the
Kremlin to secure 8 unani-
mous vote on the geclumtion.

$ad it not been for thesel
‘concession, there would have
certainly been more than 14
dissenters.
chief objective was’ to bring,
the .Italians
fold, and its
this Is a measure of the disas=;
ter which has befallen the:
Communist movement, For}
the Italian party, in opposing:

the idea of a single centery )

has long played with  theé,
notion of “many centers” o!;
which Rome —the true Rome,
re-might perhaps _eventuallyj
ibecome one.-

. “This would lead to 8 form,
f"polycentrism" ‘in which the'
“Western Communist moves;
,ment could return to the so+|
clal democratic traditions
+from which it had sprung. As,
Communists have always made’
‘elear, they fear social democs

cy more than any other oad i
| GhinRDRPo ProunbooS8HoFIEsT 5™ -

But the Kremlin's: .

back into the, .
failure to achieve! -

feroc.

"R C O fererre s inbai s,
| Disaster Despite
Kremlin’s Protestations

both fascists and capitalists,
because they knew that.the
former presented the greater
danger to them,

{ In the future, the Kremlin'

 will have to attack the Itallan-
led right in order to compete
with it for the alleglance of
’'Western Communists to -the
‘one and only true faith.

For the TItalian party’s
gravest objection to the dec-
‘Jaration is that is ‘“‘contrary
to the type of socialist socie«
ty which we are asking the
working class of our own
country to fight for.” :

Basie Issue Cd

No disagreement could be:
more basie than this. The:
Kremlin already hardly both-.
ers to conceal Its view that
“the type of soclalist soclety”
that the Italian party proposes
§s no betier than capltalism.,
. And the Italian party sees the.
neo-Stalinist trend in the So~
viet Union s a betrayal of.
‘what It regards as true soclals;
{sm. These are grounds for &
political and deological strugs!
gle as bitter as any In the]
history of -communism, :

. As for the declaration it-
gelf, the leader of the Itallan
‘party, Lulgl Longo, said event
before the conference that it
was s0 vague as to be virtuale
i Jy meaningless. '

The further search for come-

| promise at the Moscow con-
‘ference made It even mo
‘vague. As another Ttalln
Communist leader sald,

declaration reveals “an ope
conflict between statements o
principle and concrete focts'
which shows an inability o}
the part of the Communist .
movement to adapt itself t
new condltions. He had i

ignty

The Spanish Communigt
.party declared ‘before t
conference that “If there is
abyss between  reality o
what appears in the declarg-
tion, then this document Wi i
be compromised from e
start.”” . . o]
. And so, indeed; it is,
This, then, s the decla
tion that the Soviet leade
roclaim as & great succe
ey, sare welcome to. it
well.wishers ought to
ihls "columnist in “se
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elve days, the delegates of 75 com-
parties debated in the Kremlin's St
’s Hall behind open = or nearly open
k. Accredited Moscow correspondents,
the monolithic mystery of preceding
Ences, were staggered by this change
customary habits of the Communist

publicly to announce that they dis-

!
| agreed with the Russians, and that the fires '

. ;of cxdommunication did not descend on
I itheir Heads. The. like had not been scen in
for 40 ycars; it was a striking,

. ‘Indced]a spectacular, advance. But never, in .

| iall thpse 40 years, has the communist
| imovenfent been shaken by so profound a
. icrisis, |[With all due respect for the new

‘methodgs it is, above all, the content of the
| ;debatefwhich must concern us,

? Thepize of the crisis was illustrated by the
} ‘compopition of the conference. In 1960, at

‘the prdvious meeting, the Russians declared -

:that thpre were 36 million communists in the
workl. |In 1969, parties representing at Jeast
20 miflion members - from China, Viet-
orca, Japan, and Indoncsia (since
course, decimated) - were missing,

it was worth mecting at all, It all
in fact, in Fcbruary - 1964, when
.Mikha} Suslov prescnted his party’s Central
Commyfttee with a long ‘theoretical’ report
on the Maoist heresy. Krushchev sent copics
to all fhe communist parties, including the
Chincsg, and invited them to attend a confer-

ence infMoscow on 15 December of the same

he Chinese replied that he was not

empowpred to call confercnces, and made a

[ year.
|

fow unffricndly comments on the tiresome
i Sovict |habit of handing out decrees to
forcignjcommunists. The other Asian parties
reacted]in similar fashion, Togliatti's mem-
orandun on the subject, published after his
death i
cenco cpuld not hope to resolve internal

‘cessors n March 1963, since when the parties
have cjychanged, literally, tons of corres-

pondende. It was not until January 1965 that.
took on a more concrete form. This.
oment when Red Guards were be- |

the pla

| sieging Jhe Soviet Embassy in Pcking and
I, the Rupsians,

;who-ha
motherlgnd  of - the October Revolution.
Chincse pad manners helped to persuade: the

They learnt that several parties had ‘

1964, said squarcly that the confer-

, however, resuscitated by his suce

outraged, called on their
| . forcign |comrades for assisiance. They in- '

*‘sisted of a chiolce between these *hooligans®
lost all scnse of ‘respect, and the
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~was a piece of propaganda mai coun

ibe taken seriously. Finally, he said th.

Wn Viatch at Voscow

KAROL ;

foreign comrades to abandon their reticent

posture, and the conference machinery began’
to grind once more. But the preparatory
meetings in Budapest and Moscow  were
Jaborious to say the least, and time passed
,without a date being fixed. By last summer,

ment:  and then Sovict troops invaded
* Czechoslovakia, The idea of a conference
once more seemed hopeless: but the Russians
were committed to it, and offered a new
i compromisc, The meeting would not con.
..demn anyone; not the Chinese, nor the
Albanians, nor the Yugostavs. It would not’
even be asked to approVve the Warsaw Pact's
‘fraternal assistance' to Czechoslovakia. This
compromise appeared to close the doors on-
any discussion whatever, reducing the confer-*
ence to a kind of formal demonstration of

unity by parties which were willy-nilly tied

to Moscow,
But reality proved different, On the second

‘day an illustrious unknown, Mr Macielle

(in the name of a party which is not exactly
famous for its vigorous approach to theoreti-
cal questions, the Paraguayan CP) spoke of °
“the great Chinese problem’, Later the same
-day, the Australian delegate, Aarons, equally
rashly taised the Czechoslovak question. Mr
Ceausescu’s appeals to the comrades to keep!
to the rules went unheard. Mr Brezhnev then!
fired 9 scries of red bullets against the
-Chinese - *who want war® ~ and his Warsaw:
Pact allics could hardly do less. Tongues
were loosencd at last, and by the end of the
conference even the San Marino delegate,
Gasperoni, speaking ‘in the name of a big
party in a very small country’, was arguing:
openly with the faithful Latin-American
cohorts who, as we all know, are very small
‘parties in big countrics. In the end, paying
homage to ‘great socialist China’, he refused
to sign three-quarters of the final document,
The delegate from the Dominican Republic
went even further, announcing that he
would sign nothing and that the communie.
. 'qué was ‘fit for priests and social democrats®,
There was not much respect, and no re-

ligion, left in St George's Hall, It was the
-Italian CP that inflicted the most grievous

wound on Mr Brezhnev, This, after all,

‘Is a big party in a big country, and
its intellectual prestige among communists
everywhere has been enormous since the
* days of Antonio Grimsci. Now its delegate,

the ideological edifice so carefully built up
by the carlier conferences. He pointed out
with regret that there had been no mention

.of contradictions within socialist society,

that no concern had been shown over the
. principles outraged by the invasion of

however, they scemed on the verge of agree- -

Enrico Berlinguer, demolished stone by stone:

SEHEEu9d/LS e R Prgoet

- —
‘proclaimed the nced for a struggle agains
iimperialism: in other words, he took th
istance of the proverbial preacher who waq,
i‘against sin’. i
" So, at a glance, the confcrence ended u
pretty badly for the Soviet lcaders. The
came away neither with a condemnation o
China nor ‘with silence on Czechoslovakia
all they got was the publication in their pres
‘of a number of *subversive® ideas, contain

in summarics of speeches from rebelliou
delegates. However, Mr Brezhnev must hav
figured out the risks he was taking i
assembling this conference, and probabl): hg-
is less disappointed than most people think
He knows that the Soviet people have shorf’
memories. Togliatti’'s famous memorandum
'was published in Pravda, but this did no
prevent Brezhnev from driving all those whd
backed the Italian.viewpoint out of Eas{
European communist partics. While Berlin
gucr was holding forth in Moscow, they
were hard at work in Prague expelling meg
like Frantisck Kriegel and many others whg
were saying no more than the Italian dele
gate on the subject of the invasion. In Mos
cow, non-conformist intellectuals are in jai
for the same offence. When the Sovie
leaders called the conference, they had
precise purpose! they wanted to get worl
communists to swallow their pill, and in thi
ithey  succeegded - though on  conditiona
;terms. In the future, they will be able t¢d
invoke ‘scientific Marxism® to justify thei
‘repressive internal measures and their anti,
Chinese crusade. After all, nobody at thd
conference queried their credentials as com
‘ munists, Nobody protested when they talked
about the struggle against imperialism whild
acting as watchmen of the status - qua
, throughout the world. ' .
| Here we have a glaring insight into th
! poverty of all the specches made during thes
,dozeh days of free debate, Logically, th
“delegates in St George’s Hall should hav
concentrated on the condition of the Sovic
bloc, since they agree to link their fate wit
it and to undergo the vicissitudes of it
career. Now, ever since 1960 the bloc ha
‘consolidated itseif by abandoning the
promises of the period of de-Stalinisation)
Nobody talks any more about the age of]
aflluence which was supposcd to usher in a
communist socicty by 1980, nor about the
advent of democratisation. As a friend (rom
Praguc said to me ironically, we ought to
ask Mr Brezhnev to publish the Dikrat
which he presented to the Czechoslovak CP
last August, for it tells us far more than all
the specches on polycentrism about where
the USSR stands today. One might also have
asked Mr Ceausescu about the hours of
. anguish through which he lived while Sovict
.troops were massed on his fronticrs, But
-nobody talked about that, The dissidents
were cool about the final document, dise

:1 BDaAie0 650008000

claimed responsibility for any future Sovict].
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¢ _Moscow Summit Showed Above All That.

~ World Parties Are Going Their Own Way

BY. RICHARD RESTON :
. Times $tayf Writer !

3 MOSCOW~-Reformation:
“brought religlous revolus
tion to the Church in the
16th century and political’
revolution to the Commu-
snist movement in the late!
{ter part of the 20th centu~,
Xy :

“had 1ts heretics, reformers
*and dlssidents, so too does

\ithe Communist world of

itoday.

y 1f the names of that
-carlier period were Martin
J.uther, John Calvin and
John Knox, today for comy
‘munism, according to the
“gospel of Moscow, they are
/Mao Tse-tung in China,
INicolac Ceausoscu’ in Ros
amanja, Marshal Tito in

" 1f medieval Christendom

ries of communism and
the tiresofne attacks on
the West. )
"Moscow summoned this
conference to demonstrate.
a Communist movement
united behind a strong
and inspiring Soviet lead-
ership. 1

- Opposition Voiced .
»"But In_ the end ' the
me'eting .demonstrated:
just the opposite.- - 4
~..Five,of .the world's 14,

35041999/ (UITY TOTRS

T - —
‘as a vicious class enemy,
*but implied that meaning-,

N

“comed. - P
Forced to Concede . .

! . Faced with growing po<.
litleal disarray inside their
own camp, the Kremlin
leaders, if nothing else,
were forced to concede’
that Communist- parties
‘must now resolve their
own problems in different .
‘ways. All parties have.
requal rights and "there i8"
‘no leading center of thef
‘international Communist
movement,® states the So-
viet-Inspired view to the:
“future. ')

For the Kremlin, that is’
quite a concession, a 1o~
amarkable change in Soviet :

! attitudes since the last”

international conference &
little less . than a_decads,
ago. It is change, even.

though Moscow some-,

1imes chooses not to up-1

ruling parties were not: hold the prineiple, as was:
even here to participate in: the case during the Soviete

the discussions. These in-
cluded China, seemingly

days with a Sino-Soviet
.dispute which has turned
to bloodshed along its

led invasion and occupa-.
. {ion of Czechoslovakia last.

. more preoccupled these, August.

‘ evertheless, the Soviet
Jeadership in effect has
admitted that other leads

common border with:the’ ers are competing for cene,

Soviet Union.

.ter stage in the Commue

Of the parties étfending. nist world, or what stue.

the. conference, 14 of .the

1dents  of Soviet affairs,

?Iugoslavia.’ Enrico Berlin- 75 volced opposition in'one "would call the trend td
‘guer In Ttaly, Fidel Castro Yorm or another .to’ the /polycentrism.. v

in Cuba and many others.

f ‘Message of Sumumit

As the -Vatican lost the
:battle against reform and
new centers of Christlanie
Yy outside Rome, the
‘Kremlin likewise 13 losing
‘the struggle against alien
fdeologicol dogma and
new centers of commus
nism outside Moscow.
¢, That {8 the messnge ol
‘these past two wecks and
nothing illustrates the.

point better than the re- ¥

cently concluded world
Communist party summit
conference. Moscow has
had its meeting, the first
one in nine years, It has
Eut forward communism's’
Jblueprint for the future.
The real question now is
‘what did it all mean—the

endless speeches, the polle |

tical self-massage, the mis-.
sing partles,’ ‘the agree-
ments and disagreements,:

Kremlin view of the fu-!

ture as set forth.in the’
main working document.,
It is estimated’ that the-61°

partles signing the doc<!

ument represent’ in_nums- -

-bers only about one-third.
.of the world's total party,
Jmembership. P
7" As a guideline to the’

¢ future, the position paper

‘provides sometting less;
ithan Inspiration, let aloxe.,
a clear understanding of

‘where this movement s .

_going, or even where it
wants to go. It Is a
document which means all
‘things to all men, t6 be
interpreted in' any way
any party chooses, .
Cuba welcomed the pas-

sage on peaceful coexis-
tence as a-license for the
free export of violent revo-

th' Boasts e 5‘15'0:_ RT3 880185

v ' Puzzling Question |
s One of the most, bewild
dering questions about
‘this summit confcrence is”
iwhy the Kremlin insisted.
on a meeting which only
confirms the full-blown
political reformation now
under way in the Commus
nist world. Beneath all the
“ideological clatter, the an-

‘$wer  seems’ to 'be that

without the meeting the
ymove toward diversity, to-
“ward a further dilution of
Soviet influénce;, would-
thave grown worse. .

. Accordingly, the confer-
rence constituted - & major
jKremlin move to- stem a
.political tide that is splin+

1tering the movement from:

‘within. Whatever the

- “momentum of this confer-

.ence, the Soviet leaders
‘hope to continue it
+through a series of con«

TSR0 192

parties, The unilying
theme wolild be ™anti-im

ROUOSOT0B OO S3°
vesiern -U

conference. ;
perialism is the bogeyy’
mainly the United States..

But if the struggle
-against imperialism seems
the only unu‘{llng thread
Communists have these:
days, it.Js noteworthy,
then, .to record divisions.
even on- this question.
‘Romania argued, for ex:
ample, that - the entire
‘emphasis of this latest:
iCommunist encyclical is®
.out of step with present
day realities, -And the;
. Soviet leadership cannot:
‘really expect to be taken;
:gerlously when 'it argues.
on the one hand the evils:

‘of Western jmperialism?
‘and on the other the spirit
- "of East-West detente. 3

i No knowledgeablsi
MWestern ‘expert here We-’
‘lieves that this conferences
wan do " anything more;

Hhan temporarily slow the,

{move toward greater Coms}
munist diversity and away.

“from strictures of.‘Sovletﬁ

Jinfluence. ;

¥ What this ‘conferencs,

*has produced is a catalog.
‘of what the movement
“hates — imperialism. The
"main document talks
:about the unity of ComJ
Imunists. But if there i¢
such unity, it also should;
ihave contained something
‘about the goals and objecd
.tives, specifically what
this' movement should and
,should not be. G

: No Walkouts |
{ However, It was felt that
the Soviet leaders probab-
Jy arc relleved with the
-way these past two weeks;
thave’ gone. No partles
‘walked out of the meeting’
as did Romania at one of
the earlier preparatory
‘sessfons. Perhaps more
important, there was: a
minimum of ~ embarrass.
‘ment to the Kremlin on itg
two most scrious crises,
China and Czechoslovakin.
. Whlle there may

ralief on this, It can also be
gald that the Kremlin hag
'falled toresolve any of the'
really critical ‘problems
now confronting the-Coms
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. HINDUSTAN TIMES
CPYRGHT19 June 1969

| “of ‘- raised. More, Rumania among them, were

. ' f the world communist conference of 75 par- _ angered by the attack on China at the con-
; ties in Moscow is that it met at all, Mr ' ference in contravention of the basic under-
{ Khruschev had planned it In 1862 to- gett' standing and Mr Brezhnev, who joined in the

. the better of China which was disputing - attack, finally thought the better of backing
’ Moscow’s primacy and denouncing his policy » the East Pakistan party's kiteflylng of a

| of "peaceful co-existencs,” but he was unable - resolution condemning China. Czechoslova-

' ! to go ahead with it. After his ouster in 1964, 2 kia and China have been the ghosts at the -

The one Indisputable achievement

Mr Brezhnev and Mr Kosygin had toyed with*" conferencs, one present and the other hover=
the Idea of patching up with China, and it -~ ing across the Soviet border. '
was not until the fury of the Chinese cultural * The Moscow conference has only under~
revolution had convinced them that the ~ lined how the world Communist movement = - |
schism between Moscow and Peking. was _ is riven by the ideological clash between ’
final that they set about holding the prepa~ Moscow and Peking and their national inte-
. ratory meeting at Budapest in February Q rests as in their border conflict. No less
1968, Rumania had walked out of it when it  significant is it that the Soviet-backed pres-
,was criticlsed for not toeing the Soviet ' cription for relations between Communist
. denunciation of Israel. The World Conference '~ parties, with its hint of the Brezhnev Doctrine
initially acheduled for last November seemed . of limited soverelgnty and the right to inter
to be much of a gamble after the Soviet ' fere in the affairs of another country, has

intervention in Czechoslovakia in August had
‘been roundly condemned by the West Euro-

. 'pean Communist parties and others further

'atield. Even within the Fast European bloa

|1'¢.umt;mla had openly criticised the invasion,
‘Moscow could not very well shelve the con-
ference without further loss of face, but by
postponing it till now it has not succeeded in
‘muting the criticism. '

The world conference was made possible
only by Moscow agreeing at Budapest to
drop its claim to leadership of the world
communist movement and any critical refe-
rence to China from the working document
for the conference. Though it was recognised
that unquestioned obedience tp Moscow was
a thing of the past, the Soviet leaders had
billed the conference as having the objec-
tives of forging the unity of Communist
parties and reinforcing the anti-imperialist
struggle. On this latter point all participants
appear to have agreed, even though only 70
of the 75 have signed the main document
setting out a programme of actlon of which
the first step is to call an anti-imperialist

- Congress. This is the only tangible gain for
Moscow. But this is of little worth when
geveral members of the conference decried

Soviet imperialism in Czechoslovakia, despite
the ples of Dr Gustav Husak, who replaced .
Mr Dubcek as First Secretary of the Czech.

Communist Party, that the Sovist intervens

tion s an internal matter snd should not be s tion abroad. : < v i wts¥m

been rejected by some of those subscribing
to the main Moscow anti-imperialist docu-

ment. Rumania remains a protestant in the
East European bloc, having appended {ts
signature with reservations and not wanting
to walk out of the conference for fear of
consequences. Against this disarray in the|
Communist world, the one good thing to be.
sald for the conference is that the differences:
have not only been alred but publicised as
well in the record of the proceedings to be
issued. If Moscow has not secured a vote
of confldence in Kremlin's leadership, it has
at least countenanced democratic atirrings
at the conference.

The conference was attended by some
interesting delegations. These included those
from East Pakistan, Nepal and the Philip-
pines. The Communist Party of India was
well represented but its leader, Mr Dange,
appears to have atirred a hornet's nest at
home by appealing to the World Communist
parties to mediate between the CPI and the
CPM and promote Communist unity in India.
1t is possible that this appeal was addressed
to fraternal parties, such as the Rumanian,
with which the CPM has reasonably good
relations. Nevertheless, it does seem strange
that differences between Indian political
parties should pe sought to be resolved not
in Delhi or Bombay or elsewhere in the
country but through third party mtorvm-;
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MAINICHI DAILY NEWS, Tokyo
19 June 1969

EDITORIAL

Role Of World Red Summit

HE recent World Communist Conference which.

closed on June 17 apparently proved not 80.

productive as the Soviet Union conﬁdently‘
anticipated at its opening.

For instance, the number of participating parties
this time was fewer than in the previous meeting:
in 1960. In addition, while the previous conference
adopted the Moscow declaration which might be

e e o e

regarded as a joint platform for international Com-,
munist campaigns, no such active character was:
seen in the four-part document adopted at this year's’

meeting concerning communism’s basic aims.

Furthermore, the document was signed by. only. 66
.of the 75 participating parties.

It can be easily concluded from these facts that
the International Communist movement has already.

‘lost its past Iron-clad solidarity and begun showing

a trend to diversity, Such a trend was clearly ob-

served In the course of the conference, For example,’

Romania definitely opposed any denunciation of Red
China, and Italy made a frontal criticism of the
Soviet armed Invasion of Czechoslovakia.

Jt might be said that the Soviet Union’s attitude
toward their criticlsm was always compromising’
throughout the conference. This is reflécted in the.
difference between the basic document and its-
‘original draft reported earlier.

The censure of Red China which was indirectly

mentioned in the original draft, and the assertion
ofi limited sovereignty which was emphatically ex-
plained in the draft, were omitted from the formal
document. Instead, oply the antl-imperialist drives

were stressed in the gocument as the sole bamnner

of the Red bloc. Tjis indicates that’ the Soviet

‘Union had to make a goncession by taking into con~

sideration that a consedsus can hardly be gained.
among the participating parties, should it stick to
the problems connected with Red China and limited’
sovereignty. -« ‘

It is worthy fto note, however, that the above ’
‘outcome had been predicted even before the opening
‘of the conference. It may safely be said that the;
Soviet Union opened the conferencéd although fully
aware that the number of participants would be,
fewer, and that the convention would be thrown;
into confusion if the problems of Red China and
limited sovereignty were taken up.

If so, what was the true intention of the Soviet:
Union In deliberately opening the conference under
such a “disadvantageous” situation? ﬁ

We think that the key to this riddle lies in the
statement of Leonid I. Brezhnev, secretary general'v
of the Soviet Communist Party. In his speech on:
June 7, he sharply condemned Red China as attempt~
Ing to split the anti-imperialist forces.

The fact that- Brezhnev openly hit Red China
before the world Communist Jeaders might be inter-
preted as suggesting that the Soviet Union intended:
to utilize the conference as a preliminary step to
deal with the Red Chinese issue, ‘

At the same time, it might be said that the issue'
was one of the incentives to the trend of diversuyi
in views among the other Red partles.

6
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A+ PARTIES PRESENT AND ABSENT

Thirtzen parties which had attended the 8l-member world communist
meeting in 1960 were absent from the roster of parties contained

' in the final conference communique carried by Soviet media on
' 17 June. They included, along with the Chinese and Albanian

parties, those of the DPRK, DRV, Burma, Indonesia, Malaysisa, Nepal,f'
the Netherlands, New Zealand, Thailand, Japan, and Iceland. The ;
deficit was partially made up at the latest meeting, at which 75

| parties were represented, by the attendance of five parties newly

recognized by Moscow as CP's in the years since 1960--the West
Berlin SED and tHe parties of Lesotho, Puerto Rico, Nigeria, and
Guyane~-as well as two unnamed "clandestine" parties.

Western news sources have identified the two "clandestine"” parties -

t as those from the Philippines and from Nepal. The latter was. also

- identified by Western press sources as the "illegal party mentioned .

tin Russian-alphabetical order with the two observer parties at the

- Communist Party of Austrisa

. . Communist Party of Belgium
 Bulgarian Communist Party

' Brazilian Communist Party _ . o S

. Ap

The communist parties of Cuba and Sweden, full participants in 19605

-conference.

A

in the final communique of the Budapest consultative meeting in
. " N )“

February-March 1968. '

held "observer" status this time. Both, however, addressed the

¢
H

The following is the list of participating parties provided in the
final communique on the conference, the full participants srranged

end: .

- . -
. L . - e mit Ligev AR R H
SAVONL S0 sna d LM T TS ]

Commuhiét Party of Australia

Socialist Vanguard Party of Algeria
Communist Party of Argentina

Socialist Unity Party of West Berlin - & .
Communist Party of Bolivia | N ’

Communist Party of Great Britain

Hungarien Socialist Workers Party

Communist Party of Venezuela ‘
United Party of Haitlan Communists . - . :iia:
People's Progressive Party of Guyana = B
Communist Party of Guadeloupe ER o
Guatemalan Party of Lebor , B S
Communist Party of Germany »
Socialist Unity Party of Germany
Communist Party of Honduras
Communist Party of Greece
Communist Party of Denmark -
Dominican Communist Party S
Communist Party of Israel - “f‘%
Communist Party of Indis ’ '
Jordanian Communist Party

Brovie §FewRe By 999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000500080001-3 .
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People's Party of Iran

Communist Party of Northern Ireland

Irish Workers Party

Communist Party of Spain

Italian Communist Party

Communist Party of Canada

Progressive Party of Working People--Cyprus

Communist Party of Colombia

People's Vanguard Party of Costae Rica

Communist Party of Lesotho

Lebeanese Communist Party

Communist Party of Luxembourg

Party of Liberation and Socialism (Morocco)

Martinique Communist Party

Mexican Communist Party R

Mongolian People's Revolutionary Party : JCERS

Nigerisn Marxist-Leninists :

Nicaraguan Socilalist Party -

Communist Party of Norway , :

Communist Party of East Pakistan ; .

People's Party of Panama : i

Parsguasyan Communist Party f
L Peruvian Communist Party . :

. Polish United Workers Party

Portuguese Communist Party

Puerto Rican Communist Party 5

Reunion Communist Party e

Romanian Communist Party '

Communist Party of Salvador

S8an Marino Communist Party » c

Syrien Communist Party ' !

. Communist Party of the Soviet Union i

Communist Party of the United States of America

Sudenese Communist Party :

Tunisian Communist Party

Communist Party of Turkey

Communist Party of Urugusy

Communist Party of Finland

French Communist Party

Communist Party of Ceylon

Communist Party of Czechoslovakia °

Communist Party of Chile

Swiss Party of Labor

Communist Party of Ecuador

South African Communist Party

"Two underground parties,”
unnamed for "reasons of
security”

Communist Party of Cuba (observer)
Left Party-Commniste of Sweden (observer) -

l

~
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The following is a listing of the 50 parties, in the order in which .,
- their delegates spoke, which according to Soviet accounts leveled
explicit attacks at the present Chinese Communist Party leadership.
i At lesst some of the six parties whose delegates spoke on the
 first day of the conference--thoge of Venezuela, Finland, Lebanon,

N

Halti, Jordan, and Ecuador--could have been expected to join in
attacking the Chinese if their delegates' turn to speak had followed
the Paraguaysn CP's initial attack during the second dey's session.

Paraguay ~Swdan =, .
Poland - Belgium = = ooosc d
France - Costa Rieca . 2. oo, :
‘- e - Balvador - India RS T R ;
{ - USSR e 2. Great Britain . - o . §
! West Germen KPD .+ «-. Guadeloupe Coerdeu i
Denmark Luxembourg . ~ ° ,:L.7" |
; . Uruguay ' Mongolia - ;
§ West Berlin BED-:: .. - Nigeria - = = =gt i i
' East Germany oy . o Israel Camel
- Chile * ' Greece S S T A
" Ceylon ! Nicaragua. ; o
Bulgaria . Syris
East Pakistan Iran
Iraq Dominican Republic: -
Hungary Honduras . = - e ®
Argentins . Guyana e Rl o
; o Switzerland - Turkey o
. Canada San Marino . . .: : Co
PR Brazil Lesotho A R
Italy Guatemals '
Do - Portugal Bolivia : : _ e
- Czechoslovakia Puerto Rico AR
! Peru Panama . :
S ~ United States South Africa i

C. MENTIONS OF THE INVASION OF CZECHOSLOVAKIA | £

The following is a breakdown of the 14 parties whose spokesmen men- N
tioned the August intervention in Czechoslovskia, divided according .,
to the anti-Soviet or pro-Soviet tenor of their statements on the S
issue.* The listings in each category follow the order in which the
delegates spoke. TASS sources are ldentified; PRAVDA's versions ’ ,
were substantially the same in all cases except, as indicated, in -
coverage of the Belgian CP speaker's remarks. ]

¥ While the conference speech by FrencﬁwE?TSecretary General Waldeck -
Rochet on T June did not mention Czechoslovakia, AFP reported another -
- . member of the delegation, Secretary Marchais, as telling reporters
D at the Moscow press center on the 10th that his party "continues to
" disapprove" of the August intervention but refrained from bringing up
"+ the subject at the conference in deference to the Czechoslovak

1 “AdBEVeRESE Re1eate P15 m%m’fmgﬁfgswgeomém '_ -
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ANTI-SOVIET (8)
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Australia

Austria

Swiﬁzerland’

Spain

Bweden

ZBelgium

tion openly says that the introductionof troops into
Czechoslovakia in August 1968 was wrong, it does so
not because it wants to interfere in the internal
affairs of parties that had taken that position.”
(TASS, T June)

"During the preparations for the conference, the
Compunist Party of Austria agreed that the events

in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic will not be

on the agenda, since it is now impossible to overcome

- differences on this question . . . ." (TASS, 10 June)

"Proceeding from the same principles [rejection of

' CCP splitting activities], we cannot also approve

of the actions of five Warsaw Treaty member countries
in the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic." (TASS,
11 June) :

"We Marxist-Leniniste must also teke a critical
position if we believe that negative phenomena exist
in some socialist country. This happened when five
Warsaw Treaty countries took sction in Czechoslovakia
last year. Our disagreement with this is known,"
(TASS, 11 June) ' .

"precisely this concept [the independence of each
party] prompted Italian Communists to take a
position on the Czechoslovak events: from solidarity
with the new course started in January 1968 to
disagreement with the entry of troops of five Warsaw
Treaty countries into Czechoslovakia." (TASS, :
11 June) o .

"We believe [autonomy of each party] to be the main
principled question, particularly against the back-
ground of the critical discussion which followed

the movement of troops into Czechoslovekia in August
last year, from which we dissociated ourselves, like
some other communist parties." (TASS, 12 June)

The peace movement in Belgium "was injured by such
negative factors as sabotage of the struggle for
peaceful coexistence carried out by the Chinese
Communist Party and anti-Sovietism both from the
left and the right. After the military sction in
Czechoslovekia, these trends were able to carry out
their propeganda on an even wider scale.” (TASS,

12 June; the reference to Czechoslovekia was omitted
from the report of the speech in the 16 June PRAVDA)

AR
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. [We do not want to interfere in anybody's internal

‘jcommunist party.

co L as necessary and timely." (TASS, T June)

Czechoslovakig

. . the well-known events in August.

% gituation, ebstract application of principles is

on the events in Czechoslovakia, the speaker said:

affairs, but there is no doubt that the important
decision of five socialist countries to bring troops
into Czechoslovekia had profoundly influenced every
We have stated our disagreement

with that." (TASS, 13 June)

Il

"Comrade S5.C. Carpio expressed disagreement with

the appraisal of the developments in Czechoslovakia
glven by the representative of the Conmunist Party ,
of Australia. Our party, he said, which is directly:
fighting against imperialism and knows.from its own

- experience the insidious nature of its methods,’ 3T
 qualifies the assistance given by five socialist

" eountries to the fraternal people of Czechoslovakie: -

" The Hungarian party and Government "have never said
thaet they could remain indifferent to events in
Czechoslovskia." They "were guided in all their
activities by the principles of internationalism;,
by the sense of solidarity, and by nothing else,
at every stage of the events in Czechoslovekia. We
are interested in one thing only: we went the pro-
blems in Czechoslovek society to be settled in a
socialist way." (TASS, 11 June) '

"The leadership of the communist parties of neigh-
boring sllied states, Husak went on, gradually lost |
faith in the ability of the leadership of our party .
' in the situation to stop that crisis development
[the rise of "right opportunist" forces]. Then came
In these conditions
" the leadership of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia

well-known Bratislava statement of 3 August 1968,"
(TASS, 12 June) . ‘
[After attacking the speeches of the Australian,
Spanish, and Italian CP delegates, Manuel Mora said:]
‘"Imperialism . . . cunningly conducts subversive work
1 in secret from the masses, as a rule. In this

impermissible, since in this case they might turn
into an obstacle for our cause., We bore this in
mind when the events in Czechoslovekia took place. . . .

since it was forced to take measures to defend [

.3

broved For ‘R,_aI‘ea‘s°é”‘fd'§%9?&25°&%§D$73-09%2A&€0g%ﬂ80001
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' The socialist world has not broken any of our principles|;

ouchling in 8 COnnectio S

found the way out in the signing of the [26 August 1968]|-
;. Moscow protocol, which is logically connected with the o

¥



CPYRGHT

CPYRGHT gpendments from 2k parties and adopted "fully or partially about

CPYRGHT s ~

D1-3 -
or their own policy, the world parties "also have
nternational obligations, because they are respon-
ible to the workers' movement as well. . . .

. Urbani stressed further that the Communist Party
f Luxembourg had fully and unconditionally suppornted -
he measures of the Soviet Union and other Warsaw
reaty countries last August in Czechoslovakia,."

(TASS, 13 June)

Guyena 'Speaking about the question of the movement of |
; S roops of socialist countries into Czechoslovakia
hich was raised by some of the delegates, the
peaker turned down the assertion that this step
as a violation of sovereignty or rejection of. the
ight to democratic development. . . . C. Jagan
upported the point contained in the speech" of
ustav Husak, "the point about the class content gf
overeignty, sbout the fact that the rights and dyties
f socialist countries are linked inseparably,"
(TASS, 15 June)

D. RESERVATIONS ON THE MAIN DOCUMENT

The CPSU's Boris Ponomarev, presenting the main document to the con-
ference on 16 June in behalf of the editorial commission, declared
‘that the commission had received "more than TO" proposals for

30," according t
thoroughly discugsed."
proceedings and é - he—speeohos ~ - " Y-

. ‘troversy over the document but were vague at times in 1ndicating the
nature of the objections raiaed. In the final session the dissenting
parties took actions ranging from refusal to sign all or part of the
do¢ument, to deferral of action, to agreement to sign despite their

. reservations.

ADD o ropos &l = B 1HLe

While the conference issueE{no list of signers of the main document,

the final commnniqiia;:;ziEgt:g*zgéﬁ;iz:EZE;zzzgliisted five parties=-
the Dominican, Aus = 4 Reunion CP's--as
failing to sign the full document, stating that the Dominican party
did not support any of it while the other four signed only the third
section outlining the program of anti~-imperialist struggle. But TASS'

presentation left the impression that all the rest signed, and the
picture was in fact more complicated.

The 18 June PRAVDA account of thq final discussion session on the
evening of the 16th reported statements by the Norwegian and
British CP delegates that they would defer final decisions on
signing any part of the document until the next sessions of their
parties' leading bodies. The British party, following an executive
fcommittee session, subsequently made known its deciaion not to sign,
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of the Norwegian delegation was apparently absent at the windup of

the conference; Copenhagen radio on the 13th reported that delegation
chalrman Larsen had[® T TiTE rrEed rougirns
such charge was refie THSS* = Pt : re
eriticism of China at the gathering constituted "a breach of promise."
Delegation member Pettersen spoke for the Norwegien party in the

final discussion of the document. v

The Reunion delegate apparently shifted his position twice during
the proceedings: He served notice on the 1hth that his party, like

the British and Norwegian, would defer a decision until after the coﬁt#QéGHT ‘

ference was over; on the 1Tth the final communique listed Reunion

as signing only Part III; bu} PRAVDA's account the next day listed the. [f
Reunion delegate as signing the entlire documentv, . )
‘The small Reunion party has a history of assertiveness: at the o
February~Merch 1968 consultative meeting in Budapest the Reunion

delegate opposed making public the espisode that led to the Romanian

walkout, and TASS reported his "abstention" on that meeting's
adoption of its final communique. -

In sum, availsble information indicates that at the windup of the
Moscow conference three parties--the Dominican, Norwegian, and
British--in addition to the Cubsn and Swedish observer parties had

not signed the document; of the three that declined to sign, one
snnounced a final decision and the other two deferred decisions. Three
parties had signed only Part III-~-the Australian, Italian, and San
Marino CP's,

o

_'Of the 67 parties that g¥DXZ§C¥HJ-fu11 document, at least 14 had expressed
. PRAVDA's ]

8 June account of the evening session

substantial reservations.
on the 16th, at which a number of parties explained their final positions,
names the Moroccan,Reunion, Romanian, Spanish, Sudanese, and Swiss parties:
as stating a decision to sign while registering reservations. The Soviet
record, partially filled out, by scattered materials from other communist
.pources thus far available, identifies eight more that had expressed
substantisl complaints about the document--the Austrian, Belgian, Chilean,
Costa Rican, Guatemalan, Mexican, Nicaraguan, and Northern Ireland parties,

The objections ranged from the Italian party's view that the document was
too "exhortative and propagandistic" and the Romanien view that it over-
estimated the threat from "imperialism," through specialized complaints
relating to Latin America and the Middle East, to the hardlining Coste
Rican complaint that the draft did not condemn the Chinese and the
Nicaraguan view that it should have condemned "splinter actions,”

A definitive compilation. of the ebjections to the document as finally
adopted is not possible at this Juncture because of the haziness of
Soviet reporting on some of the debates, the incompleteness of evailable
material from other communist sources, and the fact that some objections °
raised in the course of the debates were presumably accommodated in
amendments or withdrawn. The listing below records identifiable sub-
stentive expressions of reservations, gleaned from the public record.

The parties are grouped according to their actions on the final day-~the
single party that announced a final decision mnot to sign, the two that

" deferred deciaions,'the three that signed only Part III, 14 that s%gned L
ApprobétsFncRelia ¥bt1908160/0s O IRDPTSAPHOTA (b0 55008b00 S

_the two observers and hence nonsigners.
oy

l
CPYRGHT

¢
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NONSIGNER; _ FINAL DECISION
Dominican Sanchez "opposed the formulation of
Republic the road of revolution contained in
the document under considersation,
and first of all the formulation
gbout the peaceful road." (TASS,
‘14 June)
"The document conceals real attitudes“
within the socialist camp and , N
canonizes the national policies =~
: : " of a number of communist partiea -
CPYRGHT W e do not share."
‘ , (PRAVDA, 18 Junp) o
?NONschegg;- DEFERRED _DECISIONS D
Britain "Concerning the draft main docu-

( !

P . ment," Gollan said, "the confer-
‘ T ence delegates undoubtedly know

; " that our executive committee will

meke final decisions on our attitude,""

CPYRGHT the doc t after our return.”
(PRAVDA, 17 June)| The document was
‘ ‘ he 13 June TASS

report of Gollan's speech,

Norwey
: gation "agrees with some of the

" amendments proposed for the
documents discussed at the conference
and that it has a number of sugges-
tions dealing chiefly with the main.
document. Attention must be concen-

' | A trated on it afjd fourth
D . sections.” [TASS, 10|June)

CPYRGHT

-

. 8 . N Kl
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CPYRGHT

"Would not sign"
TASS, 14 June)

CPYRG HT
‘"Would not sign"

" TASS report of

Larsen stated that his party's dele-- '

“ "Final decision"
» would be made at

"next regular

session" of party CPYRGHT
executive committee.

[PRAVDA 18 June) |

"unable to give its
assent to the docu-

" ment as a whole."
" (British Communist -

MG STAR, —CPYRGHT
by Prague radio » :
but omitted in

executive committee

- statement, both on
the 30th. .

Decision at "next
plenun” of party.
Pettersen said "we

CPYRGH"

have no power to
sign or Pprove this \
document.” | (PRAVDA
18 June)
/
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- PARTIAL SIGNERS

‘Australia Aarons said his party "cannot sign CEiY Regil_{"-l;rt IIT

: : the document a&s a whole, since it - (PRAVDA, 1B June)
C  disagrees with some of the principles - -
L : gset forth in the document and since

! there are no substantial theses and

principles in it." The document

i : . Maigregards certain important

: ~ phenomena in relations between

i .~ Bocialist countries which negatively

; " ' influence our entire movement." (TASS,

-CPYRGHT ~ -

Italy = Berlinguer said "the document's style r . s
, _ is often more exhortative and | (PRAVDA, 18 June) \
‘ ) propagandistic than analytical" and — RIS

7 June)

underestimates the difficulties, g
failings, and rifts which have

occurreddlﬁxgél%ocialist camp and
in the w Jement and fails to ,

examine 0 o o
12 June 4 PRAVDA| -
; ' reported only that T °
- CPYRGHT ["geriinguer I'criticized" the main
i confined his support 7
b ' to Part IIT.. B o ‘ _k

Sen Marino  Gasperoni "stated that his delega~_ -
" tion spproved only that part of  ~ |(PRAVDA, 18 June)
~ the document which expresses the TR ' :

program of our common stfUZEIE | S
against imperialism.” ( S
18 June) ‘ ‘ -

CPYRGHT ;. "

.

SIGNERS WITH RESERVATIONS

Austria Muhri said his party "agrees \iith, SRR
: Ao the draft of the main documen§ but. '
at the same time is in favor of

, -+ &, . improving it further taking inte .. - b
» . i, account the opinions expressed in- "7 e
the discussion." The Austrian CP " °* ' g '
"suggests including, in the part =~ 7 7 ’
"of the main document containing =~ ' T -
the call for the struggle against e e e
racialism, & phrase directed =~ ‘' TITTIo |
against the reéctaonary‘essencéf””“;?fi‘ﬁ"" o -t
o of anti-Semitism. ASS..] ‘ oo
i N 10 June) . .. . IIIIIIII«“}§1 o o TR
e TRl M oo o  CBYRGHT : G
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SIGNERS WITH RESERVATIONS (Continued)

Belgium

CPYRGHT

Costa Rica:

Guatemala Wf

 Mexico

~.

"The Belgian delegation's opinion is T 8igned

that the conference is more the

beginning than the end.: Degpite
the imperfection of the documents,
which are the fruit of long dis-
s ,, it will adopt them."
TASS,| 12° June)

"Despite the many positive sides of ‘the
main document, we are not completely e
gatisfied with it. However, it is an CP‘YRGHT

" acceptable basis for discussion. It

cennot in any wsy hamper the political
work or cause harm to the independence
of any party."” (EﬁKVﬁK__IG_Jire)

Corvalan said his party would not insist " 8igned
that all its amendments be accepted, but

"there are some statements we would have

wished expressed another way." Chile

would have preferred substituting "armed CPYRGHT
or nonarmed road" for "peaceful or 2 :

nonpeaceful.” (EL SIGLO, 11 June)| PRAVDA's
account omitted this specific ob)

Mora said he would prefer the document to Signed
“"oontain less hesitations in the approach

to great problems of the present-day revo-

lutionary movement., We cannot understand
why we must keep the policy

' of the present lepders of thq Communist
~ Party of China."

(TASS, 12 June) “ CPYRGHT

Martinez wanted "more precise formulas to = - Signed
express the dialectic correlation between “
peaceful coexistence and the revolution-

ary proce ns "not completely ’
- satisfied| with the| portions on Latin .
America. | (PRAVDA, L9 June) CPYRGHT

Verdugo approved the document’s "main ' 8igned
orientation,” but "we continue to believe

it is necessary and possible to improve

it by adopting certain amendments which

. were submitted during the preparatory

commission's work and at the conference
1tee1.l|.“ (PRAVDA, 17 June)

-~ CPYRGHT

10
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SIGNERS WITH RESERVATIONS (Continued)

‘Morocco

Nicarégua

g
ey

iNbrthern'
- Ireland

éReunio‘n

N “ . Approved For Release 1999/09/02 ; CIA RDFﬁQ 01194A000500080001 3

"We have expressed ourselves in
favor of stressing the national rights
of the Arab people of Palestine. . . .

We believe, Comrade Ali Yata said, that
this inalienable right,one which is not
subJect to any doubt, has 8ll the same -

not found sufficient reflection in the
main document. This has also compelled
the delegation to meke certain reserva-

-tions. However, fully recognizing our .

responsibility, Ali Yata concluded,
we are signing this document proceeding

from the spirit of the unity and coopera- T P ‘
tion of all fraternal parties--both those o o
r.- present and those absent--and from our

s unwavering faithf ; etarian
internationalism."| (PRAVDA, 18 June)

Santos "noted that it was the opinion
of his party's Central Committee that
the draft main document should include
principled provisions on the need bo

. expose and condemn 8ll splinter -
actions within the communist move- .. at the Jconference."
" ment, whatever their origin, on the

attitude of communist and workers

jﬁ;ngs,lqum)

Action -

Signed

CPYRGHT

Santos "spoke about
the unanimous approval
by the party Central.

~ Committee of the

. documenys discussed(

N o T O T

perties to the CPSU and the Soviet
Union . . . , on the duty to condemn

the rightwing deyIation Jyst as the
"leftwing' one." | (TASS, 14 June)
CPY

Murphy "said the delegation of the
Communist Party of Northern Ireland
would have drafted this document in
a more concise form, since the main
struggle both in northern and southera

7

Ireland is directed against imperialf:j_

ism. Nevertheless, the Communist

" Party expressed readiness to support

the eonclusions contained in the
document and to apply them whenever -

possible Jitions of its CPYRGHT
country.l (TASS, 14 June)

‘Verges "expressed a regservation in
respect to the main document of the
conference. ‘He said the document
contained a certain understatement
of the possibility of rapid and at

- times decisive changes in those

greas of the world where the

ol CPYRGHT

crped e

Party "would adopt
a decision" on the

-main document "a.fterv CPYRGHT

the end of the _
conference.'T . Y
1k June)

-
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ﬁas WITH RESERVATIONS (Continued)
CPYRGHT

national tion movement
acts.”" |(TASS, B4 June)

"It contains insufficiently pre-
cise formulations" on "relations
between the socialist countries
and the communist parties, and this
allows them-to be interpreted
: . arbitrarily. The delegation
_CPYRGHT subscribes to reservations
regarding the characteristics of
the situation in the Near East."

[ (PRAVDA, 18 June)

Romanis _ "our party conceives of international

reunions of communist and workers
parties not as forums called on to
draw up programmatic documents which
are compulsory for all parties and
to establish directives and norm-
setting lines." (Ceausescu, Radio
Bucharest, 9 June)

"We cannot refrain from referring
to the fact that in the document,
especially in chapters one and two,
wordings have remained which are

not clear enough and may create
confusion. . . . As an example in

\EA R - this respect, we refer to the way in -

- which in some paragraphs the problem
4 of the divergencies existing among
- socialist countries as well as among
~ the communist and workers parties is
dealt with. Consequently, the
impression can be created that these
divergencies are due to the activity
.-+ of imperialism--and this in our :
% ' opinion is not realistic--and that
"% the possibilities for imperialism
to divide the international working
class ‘movement are overrated, " At
the same time, the impression can
be dreated of a certain underrating
of the cepability of the socialist
countries, of. the communist and
workers parties, to repel any action -
o of imperialism and ‘its propaganda
o "~ directed against the unity of the
b socialist countries and the unity of
the communists and the working class

" :"
| (TASS 17 June) |

+ % . }
i

CPYRGHT

made "
|(PRAVDA 18 E}m e)

"Empowered to sign
the main document

on condition that
the reservations set
forth be noted and

CPYRGHT

o
'

Ceausescu sald his

party "adopts the A

document in its A )

‘present form." CPYRGHT
une

"PRAVDA, 18 June)

l
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Nature of Reservation " - 7 Final Action -

Romania

CPYRGHT

Spain;<{

| Sudan

(Contimued)

g »

"As to the Middle East, we have set
forth our standpoint and do not dwell
on it now, although we consider that .
it would have been well for the

 document to deal more clearly with - -

this problem, too. (Ceausescu,
AGERPRES 16 “June) The 18 June

P summarized the substance 5?'1

Ceausescu s remarks, but muted his -
reservations on the Middle East.

Carillo said his party "expressed = ~  The party "has decided
serious reservations about certain ..to sign the document
points which it would like to be " so as not to leave

more in accord with reality. The ' ' room for doubt regard-
document , he specified, is not some - ing its firm adherence
'program charter' outlining a - . 14 movement.
‘general line.' It is the result . | - (PRAVDA, 1F June)

of an extensive discussion con- — 1 S
taining a number of important new . :
elements. At the same time, the . T ey
draft hes ambiguities and obvious CPYRGHT
omissions. These and other causes
make the conference different in
character from the conferences of"

1957 and 1960." ([FASS, 11 June) CPYRGHT"

e FE

"The delegation expresses a reser- ° "Supports and will. S
vation on one sentence where ~ - gign the main docu=-
reference is made to 'full’ ' ment." (HRA
implementation of the Security 2 7718 June)
Council resolution [of 22 November - [N
1967 on the Middle East], because - = i3 ~uvon
the resolution contains serious T e ) L
defects particularly with respect AL CPYRGHT | -
t0 the Palestine problem. We, as ST T N AR
communists,"” Suridzh said, "act e , Tt
on behalf of the ultimate interests : ’ o '
of our peoples and must reveal de-

fects in decisions of an interna~.

tional character, decisions ar - N
out of specifiec conditions. (PnAvm. CPYRGHT
18 June). .. e | N ) s

| z
3 / |
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Party Nature of Reservation Final Action
SIGNERS WITH RESERVATIONS (Continued) _
Bwitzerland Lechleiter said "the fact that some _ "Approves the docu-
- parties are not taking part in the ment with the afore- '

work of the conference indicates | ' ns."
that it is not yet possible to - |(praVDA, 18 June)
work outsa single document which : » -

could become the common, B I R
scientifically founded political - o
and ideologicel platform for all oo, CPYRGHT
the parties. . . . We believe it o T B o
' is necessary to make specific a
number of wordings of the document
which are too general and
- inaccurate, so as to avoid
- different interpretations. A .
" number of such wordings idealize -
. , " .relations between parties of
- CPYRGHT - which is not in -
b ~ 1| accord with the gjresent situation.”
(TASS, 11 June) -

* OBSERVERS
Cuba Rodriguez argued that the document _Status precluded
o should have given greater stress to . Bigning
"self-criticism” and should have .
‘ pointed out "the weaknesses of the = -,
' workers® movement in the developed
Yitw . capitalist countries.” He disputed
=l oo+ the statement that the Latin
PRANERS Americen communist parties "head the
democratic forces and . . . fight
o courageously . . . for the attain—
ment of revolutionary changes,” a
description which "does not corre-
spond to reality with regard to certain
Latin American communist parties.
Insufficient stress had been placed
on the role of "bourgeois reformism" ,
in U.8. strategy in latin America., ~.

1k
. !
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. OBSERVERS (Continued) |
i S

Cuba, . While Cuba backed the document's - : :
(Continued) concept of peaceful coexistence, : DR
‘ it sheld that the defense of peace’ =~ = B
should not be the main aim of the ' o B
anti~imperialist movement: "the e
anti-imperialist forces must: ' ‘ R
establish as the essentisl aim - - RN
of their actions the defeat and . : :
~elimination of imperialism."”

-  Although the Cuban party favors out-" . =
o , lawing nuclear wespons, so long as o Co : '

which is very well known to those

attending the conference--on the

problem of the proliferation of

' nuclear weapons will remain un- _

changed." [Cuba is on record . o
as objectimp s Tibnproliferation - . CPYRGHT
treaty] June) Soviet - ’
- accounts regis ed_the substance
of Rodriguez’ obJections, including
his swipe at the orthodox Latin
American communist parties.

' Bweden - Werner said “we believe that the _Btatus precluded
g S document circulated has substantial- . signing
o shortcomings from the polnt of view
. ' of coverage and analysis of the
situation in the world. Omitted
are important questions concerning
evaluastion of revolutionary strategy
in the "third world.' . . . The thesis
. reading that each party itself should.
- have the decisive smy in the affairs : !
of its own peoplew not formulated CPYRGHT
very precisely." 2|June) A IRNEE
L . report of the speech in the 18 June - N .
: : | PRAVDA says only that Werner "made S
] ‘ several remsrks sbout the conference“l

Dt
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<lT July 1969 !

CPYRGHT

THE WASHINGTON POST

15 July 1969

S" -

Lo Mo e ins R

z’
" [rhe launch of Apollo 11, like the launches of the
‘other Apollo spacecraft hefore it, was beautiful,
as| they say on television. It was so precise, so

erjor-free, that you could not- entirely appreciate
the {echnical prowess that went into it. And be-
cajise it got off to such a magnificent start, it is
aldo easy to overlook the quiet, cool courage ‘and
’co fidence of the men in the capsule and the men
in|charge on the ground On hand were a Vice
‘Prpsident, a former President, quite prebably a
i’q rum of both houses of Congress, a huge turn-
;ou of foreign envoys and no end of dignitaries
-anfl expert observers, not to mention representa-
‘tl s of the press of this country and 54 foreign
*la ds. It was, in short, a wide open affair—and,
;a ordingly, wide open to embarrassment, or worse,
%lf nything had gone wrong. And this is not anly
a fribute to NASA and to our whole space effort
a commentary of some consequence on the
-coptrasting ways in which the two great space
popvers of this planet approach the great adventure

;  For there are now two spacecraft racing across
'th sky toward the moon. One was launched on a
‘mibsion with the whole world looking on and the.’
‘objective explicitly set forth in advance. The other,
‘Russia’s Luna 15, was launched in secret on a mis-
"'si yet unknown, and it is this contrast, rather -
th n any qualitative comparison between what we'*
‘ar¢ setting out to achleve and what the Russians
‘arg setting out to achieve, that is significant. It
‘wduld be childish to fault the Russians for trying
to[slip their moon shot in ahead of ours, as if the
mqdon was somehow ours this week. It was largely
our decision to make a race of this and just as we
would very much like to win this race, so it is

Two Ways o Going to the Moon

-on secrecy, whether it stems from national securit y

_was given g hint of the plan for Luna 15 in his

- Luna 15 was the more spectacular affair, the morp

_exploration of the universe, this judgment may not)

natural for the Russians fo try to steal some of o
thunder if they can.

That is not the point about the Russian pe
formance that augurs ill for the long pull, Wha
is disappointing is the Soviet continuing insistenqge

concerns or a lack of confidence in its own abilities.
In any case, not even Col. Frank Borman, Cony
mander of this country’s first circumlunar missior

otherwise friendly conversations with Soviet spacp
officials. i
So we do not know what the Russian spacecra
is up to, except for the fact that it will reath thiy
moon while Apollo 11 is still on its way. Accordinlg
" to the best guesses of space experts here, it ma i
land, scoop up some lunar soil and return to eart
If it does, the Russians will have upstaged Apollp:
11 to some extent and won some part of the racp!
they and we embarked upon less than a decadp;
ago. :
gBut that isn’t the point, either. The world ca
judge, if it feels the need, whether Apollo 11 o

difficult and the more, scientifically useful of thp
two. Over the long haul, as man presses on in his

matter much, for mankind, with all the problems
confronting it and 'drawing upon its resources, wifl
be the loser unless the spirit of contest gives wap,
to open collaboration among all those with a col

tribution to make to the unlocking of the secretps
of space. In the meantime, Apollo 11 will stan
as a symbol of a natibn that dares to operate openl
and is willing to share its successes, its fnilures anf
its knowledge with every man, RS -

ow 8ald yesterday that the
unmanned Soviet space probe
heading for the moon proba-) .
bly wiil go into lunar orbit,

hip for a flight back to earth
with samples 0f moon rocks
nd soil.

Westerners In Moscow and
Iscwhere have speculated in
ecent weeks that such a feat
ould be attempted in an ef-
ort to upstage the Apollo 11
ight, but there was still no
fiicial confirmation of any

etalls of the Luna 13 flight,; .

yond ' the announcement

ol e W

Sir. Bernard Lovell, director
of the. Jordell Bank Observa-
tory in England, does not be-

lieve that, Luna 15 will bring!

back soil from the moon.,
Lovell, whose observatory

has picked up signals from

Luna 15, sald he expected the

Soviets to eventuslly recover:

rocks with such unmanned
spacecraft, but “lt is unlikely
the Russians can do this by
the testing of systems. in one
exercise.”

“I think this Is the begin-
nin
asor199940010R 1
going to lead up to the recov-
~—= =2 ;nann vnnke without the

|

of a new serles of Ru!:?l

iprobably a test for an even-
:tual direct moon landing with-

intervention of man,” he sald.
A West German space scien-
tist suggested that Luna 151is

out the help of a landing mod-
le

‘' Heinz Kamlnskl, director of
the Bochum Space Research
Institute, based his deduction
on two articles that appeared
June 13 In the Soviet maga-

zlne Cosmic Analysis, pub- ;

lished by the Moscow Acad. tmoon.

emy of Sclence.

etk iarid s oty

the Apollo 11 capsule blasts
Into arbit from Cape Kennedy.

| Moscow btays Ufhcmlly SzlenF"’mGHT

The terse Sovlet announce
ment of the Luna 15 fligh
said only that the probe woul
continue studies of the moo:
and of space close to the lunar].
surface, .

The Soviet Union has neve
before put & craft In orbi '

{around the moon and returne

|

it to earth, nor has.it perd
formed any capsule uncoud
'pling and recoupling operad
‘tions in the vicinity of thj

But the unofticlal sources !
‘Moscow said experlments with

wmﬂglpsule, the un-
lent- of the|
Apollo moonbug, have been
ssrried byt op earth, o . o

s £
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-

and Return to Earth

'|STH IN LUNA PROGRAN

Western Sources Doubt Thag
, .Russia_Has Capability to
- Achieve Such a Feat |

By BERNARD GWERTZMAN|

Bpectal to The New York Times
MOSCOW, July 13-~The S¢-
bict Union launched an ufg
manned spaceship toward the

The launching of the Luns
15 mission appeared to obse
ts here as a deliberate effo

uch in the space business.

As usual, few dctails wege
relcased on the latest Sovigt
space venture.
Tass, the official Soviet pregs
agency, sald that at 5:55 AN
Moscow - time (10:55 P.M., Sa-
Jurday, Eastern daylight timg)
fn rocket carrier carrying Luna
115 was ldunched. :
1 It said that Luna 15 “w3s.
launched to the moon from
orbit of an artificial earth sag-

~ (The Aim of the Flighv’
“The aim of the flight is

near the moon,” the announce-:
mient said. .

The announcement’s worg
ng was vague enough to leaye
osom for any possible speculh-
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with all varieties tonight.

on Oct. 4, 1959, was the first

Somc observers belicved Luna

moon in April last year but did
not return to earth.

Others thought Luna 15 might
be an ambitious effort by the
Russians to land an unmanned

spaceship on the moon and .

hen return it to earth, possibly
with some rocks from  the
moon's surface. | M
" If this were indeed the case,
the Sovict Union could beat the
‘United States In the “race” to.
‘bring samples from the moon
to the earth.

Attempt Has Been Hinted

Communist correspondents for
ithe Jast four months have been
advising some of their Western
colleagues here that the main
‘Soviet effort would be such a
space venture. But their predice
tions as to when the Soviet Un-
fon would launch such & mis-
sion have repeatedly been
lwrong.

that a launching was scheduled-
for July 10, and when this
launching did not take place,
they said that the Soviet Union
would wait until after the Apol-
fo 11 mission,

Some Western diplomats have.
sald that a “scooping” opera-
tion to obtain lunar soil sam-
ples appears beyond the Soviet
capacity at the moment. These
ohservers contend that the Rus-
slans lack the ability to launch
a vehicle heavy enough to con-
tain a craft that could reach
the surface of the moon and
then take-off again,

- American officlals were some-
what concerned that Luna 15,
whatever its mission, might
;iiesent a hazard to the Apollo

The view was fairly general,
however, that the Soviet Union,
knowing in advance what Apol-
fo 11 planned to do, would not
interfere with it.

Tass said that at noon to-
day, Moscow time, Luna 15
was about 41,000 miles from
earth. “There is a steady radio
communication with the sta-

equipment was said to be func-
tioning normally, :

The first in the Luna series

(It passed within 3,728 miles of
the moon and then went Into
an orbit around the sun,

1939, was tha first probe to hit
the moon, and Luna 3, launched

Some correspondents had said -

tion,” Tass said. The vehicle’s: -

was launched on Jan. 2, 1959,

Luna 2, launched on Sept. 12,

10 PLOLGEY

side.

\0 06800080006 redscd

T Subsequent Luna space shotg
emphasized attempts to maks
“soft landings” on the moon,
with Luna 9, in February, 1969,
making the first such landing.

None of the Luna series have
ever returned to earth. .

The unmanned Zond 5,
launched last September, and
Zond 6, last November,; circled
the moon and returned to earth. .
This led observers to believe’
then that the Russians might
be planning a manned orbit of
the moon. .

Earlier this year, a Soviet
astronaut, Licut. Col, Alekséi A,
Leonov, was quoted by Japane
ese newsmen as saying that he
expected that rocks from the
moon to be exhibited by the
Soviet Union at the 1970
world’s fair in Osaka, Japan,
and that an unmanned
would pick them up. - .., ..

! - But there was no evidence
fn the Tass announcement to«
day that Luna 15 would at<
-tempt to do this.

For the last weck, the Soviet
press has been focusing on the
Apollc 11 mission, with one
newspaper running .the photo-
graphs of the three astronauts
who make up its crew—Neil
A. Armsbkrong, who is a civilian,,
and Col. Edwin E. Aldrin Jrd

v

and Lieut. Col. Michael Collins, -
_both of whom are in the Air .

Force. ]
Borman Met Podgorny

The recent visit of Col.'
Frank Borman, the astronaut,.
and his family also provided:
the occasion for many articles
on America's space efforts.
After "a 40-minute meeting in
the Kremlin between Colonel
Borman and President Nikolai
V..Podgorny, the Soviet lcader
was quoted as wishing Presi-
dent Nixon and the American
people success with the Apollo
11 mission.

Colonel Borman was tee
peatedly asked by American
newsmen during his stay here
whether he knew of any Saviet:
space venture in the near fue
ture, and he always indicated
that he had no knowledge of

V.

So far, the new Luna misslon
has - received scant publicity
here, merely being reported on
regular news broadcasts, withe
out the serious tone that is
reserved for major space
achievements,

If usual Soviet practice i3
followed, little will be made
known about the mission until
it achieves its objective or ends’
lts mission — with Tuesday

. |afterncon probably being the

earliest that any substantial

amount of inf
released, pfomation wil be

-
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"
[ .




» R

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000500080001-3

' NEW YORK TIMES
© 14 July 1969

N 3

CAPE KENNEDY, Fla., July]
13—Space agency officials ap-
peared concerned and a bit
alarmed today- that the latest
Soviet lunar flight might be a
dramatic attempt to upstage
America's scheduled launching
of a lunar mission on Wednes-
day. o

They fear that the edge will
be taken off the Apollo 11 mis-
slon, however successful, if the
Soviet Union lands on the
moort an unmanned spacecraft
‘that scoops up lunar soil, then
‘blasts off from the surface and
ireturns.to earth, .
|[f The. Apollo mission Is in-
tended to land two men on|
‘the moon and bring back sam-|
ples of the lunar soll. !
t 'Col. Frank Borman, the com-|
‘mander of the Apolio 8 flight|
around the moon last Christ-
mastime, who returned last
week from ‘a trip to the Soviet
Unlon, sald here today it was
‘hig “guess” that this was;. In
{fact, the mission of Luna 13.
He said Russian space experts
He met in Moscow last wécek
“had made references to it."”

The Air Yorce officer assert-
‘ed that “it will be a geat feat”
4f the Russians bring back a
Isample of lunar soil, but added:
}“An unmanned machine cer-
‘tainly will .not take the edge
off Apollo 11" .

Other experts familiar with
the Soviet space program sald,
however. that they belisved
ithat = the Soviet flight was
'aimed more at scooping up
_ipropaganda, rather than lunar

soil. ‘

“The Russlans may have
figured that they could keep
ths world guessing and take
the edge off the fact that they
were not attempting a manned
landing on the moon,” one said.

He pointcd out that the last
- |Soviet. moon flight, Luna 14,
occurred 15 months ago.

*Why launch Luna 15 now

o o AEP U SR AL

4 -iéla 8 | ‘ ,
* Are Trying to Upstage Apollo

By RICHARD D. LYONS
Special to The New York Tuned ,
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had some  connection with
117" - . -

" |Paine, the agency's adminis-

- ‘the Russians.

» "it had been known for years|

oy
.4

5 .

. *« “sfg

However, space agency of-|
ficials here are known to be
concerned about the effect that
such a mission would have on
the attention focused on Apollo
11, For 10 years an argument
has -raged over whether un-
manned space exploration
would be not only less risky
but also less costly and just as

fruitful from. the scientific
standpoint as manned space
flight.

Commenting on Colonel Bor-
man’s statements, a high offl-
cial of the National Aeronau-
tics and ‘Space Administration
said the agency had known ,
“for some time” that the Soviet .
Union “had the technical ca-
pability to undertake such a e
mission.”

He emphasized, however,
that the exact nature of the
Luna 15 mission was still ob-
scure, as did Dr. Thomas O.

trator.

Dr. Paine said here: "We
hope that the juxtaposition of
two lunar missions in such a
'close time_frame points out
~ithe desirability of close cooper-
‘ation in space between the So-
wviet Union and the United
States.” ]

Colonel Borman, appearing on
the National Broadcasting Com-
pany's program, “Meet the
Press,” said that unmanned
‘fun@r probes were worthwhile
" %oul therc is no substitute for

Human judgment.” ‘
gxports familiar with the
Saviet space program were less
certain that an automatic lunar
isoil sampling station was the
.obicctive of Lunar 15, despite
{Culonel Borman's acknowledged
‘oxpcrtise and recent talks with

The experts pointed out that

that in the Soviet Union the
lunar landing launching “win-
dows"—that is, those times of
‘the month that are most pro-
pitious for moonshots—are §ix
‘to seven days ahead of those at
) iCapc Kennedy. This would place
ithe best time for a Soviet at-
itempt at three or four days
;igo, when there were rumors.
‘in Moscow that an automatic;
.50ll scooping attempt was go-
Jing to be made. ’

19950 IR 011

_:gtatements to Colonel Bormah
¢ |could have been for & mission!

that was supposed to have been
launched Jast week and not to
the one that went up today.
The essence of the counter-
argument against an automatic
.{so0il sampling station was that
Luna 15 was nothing more than
another Soviet iunar orbiting
flight. Even this type of mis-
sion, which has been accom-
plished by both -the United
States and the Soviet Union,
would have a propaganda effect
because it would, however mo-
mentarily, deflect the focus of
world attention from the Apollo
11 ﬂi;}z‘ht. . .
Technical experts such as
Dr. George Muecller, a NASA
associate administrator who is

week that it might be possible
for an automatic spacecraft to
land and EiCk up material, But
he said he strongly doubted

' [that the craft would return to'

earth. » o
Lack of Propulsion

The key to the argument
against return is propulsion. If-"
the spacccraft descended di<
rectly, as the American Sur
veyor ship did, it would need
an cnormous propulsion sysd °
tem to blast off and return to
earth, It. would be almost like
‘landing a huge rocket back-
ward and then taking it off
again without launching pad
gantry cranes and espec&lly
men to help. i
} If the Russians were to put
; a craft into lunar orbit, detach,
a smaller pickaback spacecraft,
- to the surface for a soil pickup,
- then blast it off for a rendez-
.vous and docking with the
: mother craft, the weight would
‘be less but the timing would|
i be extremely complicated and
. perhaps impossible.
! Sir Harrie Massey, chalrmanf
‘of the British- National Com-
mittee for Space Research, said
in Britain that he believed that
:Luna 15 “was not of very spe-
‘cial significance.”
+ In Washington the State De-
partment issued a statement
,saylng that while the Russians
“have not yet stated the intent
of the mission, we weicome
.. |this further exploration in space+
and wish them every success in
man's effort to better under-

G4 OSSO B TeHghin.

R

a propulsion expert, said last|
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REDS FELD GLUM
VER 100N FEAT

Strains and Embarrassment
Reported in Soviet Bloo

e

By PAUL HOFMANN

Special to The New York Timves -

PRAGUE, July 27 — Well-
Informed Eastern European!
sources report that the triumph!
of Apollo 11 and the perform-.
ance of the Soviet Luna 15
spacecraft caused Jively con-
troversy within the Moscow
leadership and strains through
out the Soviet bloc. »

The debate and recrimina-
tions are said to Involve Leonid
1. Brezhnev, General Secre-

tary of the Soviet Communist!

Gloom and embarrassment
‘over the landing of the United
States astronauts on the moon
-and tho apparent crash of the
unmanned Luna 15 craft on
the moon's surface sre sald to
have hung heavily over uu:!

CPYRGHT

that Mr. Brezhnev conducted
with Eastern European leaders
in Warsaw last week.

Mr. Brezhnev and President
Nikolal V. Podgorny of the
Soviet Union conferred there
from Monday to Wednesday
with Wladyslaw Gomulka, the
Polish Communist party chief,
Dr. Gustav Husak, First Secre-
sar7.¢? the Czechoslovak Com-
munist party, Premier witll
Stoph of East Germany, and
other high officlals of the three

countries.

s occasion was the 25th
anniversary of Communist rule
In Poland. Soviet proposals. for

‘a collective sccurity system to

guarantee the status quo in
Eastern Europe and the impl-
cations of President leon'si
visit to Rumania, scheduled for;
Aug. 2 and 3, were understood:
to have been major topics of
the Warsaw meeting. , !

The Communist lcaders gathe
ered in Warsaw were said to
have been disturbed by reports,
reaching them of the enthusias.
tic reactions across Eas(cml
Europe to the feat of the Apollo
astronauts, i

Live television ,coverage, via
communications satellite, was
provided by the state networks

of several Eastern European’

*United Staes and its way of lifd

vakia,

. have gone out of their way t

countries, not including th
Soviet Union, which showe
delayed videotapes of the a
tronauts on the moon.

The public response, taken a
{ndicative of lingering an
‘Jatent sympathies for. th

was reportedly strongest in th
technologically most advanced
countries of the Soviet bloc-
East Germany and Czechoslo)

Interest Is Widespread

Mass interest for the Apolld
11 mission and some publis

paper writers, editors an{l
broadcasters in the area ma

show goodwill toward th
United States In connectlo
with the Apollo 11 success.

It is reliably disclosed th

news media in various Easte
European countrics have bee
requested by the Communigt
authorlities to stress, in repor{.
ing on President Nixon's vre
ent tour of Aslan countrie§,.
what s viewed as

States aggression in Vi

[y

-
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Tl_'eu bets
Terms to

End War

" Plans Paﬂey
" To Establish
Two Parties

SAIGON, April 7 (Mon-'
[day) — South Vietnamese
President Thieu proposed a’
six-point peace plan today,
including the withdrawal of |
all North Vietnamese forces’
nd the setting up of an in«:
ernational control system. |
The President said he would’
all a conference of all leadmg
olitical figures in a few days

N e e s

PYRGHT o-work out the basis for set.

- EV‘ South Vietnam should

';4;‘&;_.;-‘;‘;.,‘ e

adopt a policy of national rec
tmcihatlon )

& Reunification of the two
}Vietnams to be decided by the!
free choice of the entire popy-;
lation = through democratic
processes,

& An effective system of m-
ternational control and relia-,
ble guarantees against “theg
resumption of Communist ag--

_ itwo countries.

gression.”

Y Thieu said economld and!
‘cultural exchanges between:
North-and South Vietnam,
could be explored—"together:
with other intermediary meas-’
ures of peaceful coexistence”’
—pending reunification of the,é

He pledged that if North
Vletnam withdraws its “sub.!
versive” forces and there is.
‘4 drop in the level of infiltra--
tion and violence, South Viet-
nam “will ask its allieg to re-’
move their forces.”

He said Hanoi should pull
out troops stationed in.Cam-
bodia and Laos and’ shoultﬂ

also dismantle milltary instal-
‘lations there, sl

—l&ing—up—ﬁue—naﬁeadl—peuﬁeﬂ;
p-artxes .

One would be for the gov-
ernment—headed by himself—;
and one for the opposition. =

At the opening of a new ses--
:slon of Parliament, Thieu said’
he would guarantee political
Tights to formler Vietcong:
members once peace is se-’
‘cured.
: “Those now fighting against-
:us who renounce violence and
‘respect the laws will be wel-
jcomed as full members of the
{national community,” he said.:
i“As such they will enjoy full
‘political rights and assume the
‘same obligations as othepr law--
ful citizens under the natlonal
‘constitution.”
¢ Thieu listed his .slx points
:for peace as: .

® Communist
should stop.

i

aggression‘

NEW YORK TIMES
T April 1969

Saigon’s Aidp
in Parzs Sup

With Vzetco- g,

I PARIS, Monday, April] 7—
Pham Dang Lam, South [Viet-
nam's chief delegate t
Paris peace -talks, said foday
that ‘his country would afcept
general elections under int| rna-
tional control with the p.
pation of the Vietcong whe
fighting halted.

‘ Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000500080001-3
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Hanoi rebuff i

on parley
’]olts India

By Ernest Wcatheral] .
L Speclal to i
. The Chrtstzan Sczence Monitor ;_1

e

5
E
!

P

New Delhi

The Indlan Government is,
puzzled over North Vietnam’s.
abrupt request that Foreign Af-
-fairs Secretary T. N. Kaul post-
pone his talks_in Hanoi,
“Earliét it had been announced
“that Mr. Kaul would be going to
;Hanoi and Saigon to *‘explore

:the possibilities of speeding up
;the Vietnam peace. talks in
JParis.” This .marked the first
itime Indla which chairs the In-
ternatmnal Control Commlsswn,
has taken an active part in try-
mg to end the Vietnam conflict.

India’s position on the Viet.'
nam war, during past years, has’
closely followed that of the So-:

=v1et Unibn: The United States;
“should, stop bombing the North z
ipull out its troops, and let the
-Vietnamese decide for them-
*Selves "

But there now appears to be
‘more sympathy for the Amer-:
ican position in Vietnam. It besi
gan with President Johnson's'
“decision not to seek office again..
'The bombing halt and recently:
the proposed withdrawal of
.some American troops won In-
.dian approval. On the other
~hand Hanoi _has not mé‘d"‘ Y
7smg concession,

“Now thé shooting down of New:,
Delh1 s attempts to begin beace
talks has convinted many In-
dians that Hanoi 1nﬂex1b1hty is:
:prolonging the war., . & -

CPYRGHT

T|a|ct we ac-:
after whxch

:I NOI('ith Viehtna;'gess tl‘OOPSA nae the government uf fhen'
and cadres shou e - comy
pletely withdrawn from South«
Vietnam.s, ¥
e The territories of /the '
neighboring countries (Cam—
bodia and Laos) should not b&* N
violated or used by North Viet..  Front, must “change their ]
namese as bases and, staging to enter any.elections. He

areas for AggISHIAPED- FOr Reléﬁ&*‘é‘%@%m}w‘ :

Cor mumsm, he added.

oalition Regime Opposed ~ ¢hoice.”
Qut, he continued, “nothing ; e sincerely hope that the

|| prefents the Front's people and Political struggle will ireplace
his| the|r partisans from taking part the war,” Mr. Lam said. "“We
jiet-|in |general: electlgns if" they' are ready, as soon as the com-
tion| chapge their label. bat stops, to accept general
el e strongly rejected the {dea ielections, under' international

aid| of 4 coalition Government,.say< [aontro cessary, whatever
AR 72 0198 400 05 080808 D, "2

' The offer to glve the Vie
a role in elections was reg
by observers as a diplo
initiative.
» Mr. Lam strxctly quahhe
offer by stating that the
cong, .the National Liber
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PRESIDENT LAYS
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WARNING OF LIMITS TO

DOWN 6 « PRENCEE’L ES »

PATIENCE

T s v sk

viplence and pledge themselves to accept

also promised that the i

Goyerment of Vietnam awill
abifle by the results of the
ele¢tions, whatever these

resyits may be.n !

of a six-point set of
contained in a

off leight «repeated acts of
gooH will for peace made by
the [allies.. e
Byt he warned that athere
is a|point beyond which we
shall get tired of making uni-
latefal acts of good willy
He also pointed out that
" «thdre is an obvious connec-
tion] between free elections, .
supprvised  withdrawal of

b
e new offer came in the

results of the elections.» °

!non-Sonth Vietnamese forces
and an end to violence and

terrorism.»
Six points
The gist of the six «prin-
ciples» on which free electi-
ons could take place :
— All political hues» inc-

tuding the NLF... can partici-
pate... if they reaounce vio-
I2nce and pledge . themselves
to accept the results of the
elections; -
— An electoral commission
which could include the NLF
could be set up « to make
sure the elections would be
conducted in all fairness...;»

t

— An international body
should. supervise the
elections ;

— «We are prepared to
discuss with the other side

the time-table and modalities»
for election; )
—«There will be no repri-

.sals or discrimination after

the elections ;»

— «The Government decla-
res that it will abide by the
results of the elections, wha-
tever the resnlts ts may be. We

challenge the other side to
declare the same.»

The President said he was
renewing «the offer of private
talks with the aNLF», without
preconditions, to discuss the
above and any other quetions,

toward the restoration of
peace and natienal reconci-
liation. )

« The other side shouldinot'

misconstrue our desire for
peace as a sign of weakness.
It should not be induced by
our repeated acts of good

will into believing that it
has only to remain adamant-
tly negative forus to accept
eventual surrender.»

Gesturves - of
good will
The eight gestures of good

will the President mentioned:
— Pre-Paris contacts with

non-involved parties for the
purpose of negotiations ;

— Agreement to par ial
bombing halt of North Viet.
nam in March, 1968 ;

Agreement to +total bomb
ing halt.of North Vietnim
in November, 19568;

SAIGON (VNG) — President Nguyen Van Thieu Friday offered to let the Natjonal leel’atmﬂ
. Font «participate» in elections and to let them sit on an eleectoral commission «i

they renounce

— Agreement to let « NLF»
sft with Hanol in Parly;

—Agreefuenl to attend Paris
tdlks in spite of cnemy hos-

ti}ities;
: —Agreement to simultan-’

edus withdrawal by \Illes:"
ahd communist aggressors:
— Offer by President Thieu
March of this year for'
ivate talks ;

— Agreement to redeploy-

wjent of U.S. troops in :
Vjetnam. |
He noted that none of

these gestures had met with
afiy sign of reciprocat acts on
te o her side. _
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VIET REDS URGE
 STEPPED-UP WAR

CPYRGHT

Calls Made On Anmversary
* Of Geneva Peace Pact

PYRGHT gy epwarp k. wo

[Hong Kong Bureau of The Sun]
Hong Kong, July 20—The Com-
munists in North and South Viet-
pam marked he 15th annlversa-
ity of the Ueneva pencs agrec
mens loday with renewed cally
fo step up the war in the South,
The officinl Hanol newspapet,
han Dan, in 8 commentorative
ditorial entitled “Persist In and
romote the Fighting, Advance
oward Complete Victory,” sald.
he Viet Cong had ““advanced’
owerfully and steadily, thh,
ew posture, new strength, new;
ilitary situation and new inter-
ational position.”
In its clandestine’ hideout In
e South, the self-proclaimed
rovisional revolutionary gov-.
ernment issued an anniversary.

finued fighting until not a single
erican soldier is left. -~

The editorial and the commu-
fzoe, broadeast by the Vietnam
vews Agency in the North and
onitored here, coincided with

“The people throughout Vietn
are determined to carry on agd
istep up the resistance war, with
the firm resolve to ﬁght apd
‘win, till the complete withdrap-
-al of U.8. troops and till the totjal
‘collapse of the puppet nrmy n d

‘withdrawal of 26,000 or 250, 000 Iy

al "

.“from success to success’ in the
past 15 years, the North Vipt-
namese president added: |
¢ *“The armed forces and peofjle

U.S. war of destruction,

in the South are defeating the
U.S. local war.”

bommunique today urging .con-|| -
determination™ of the Vietn

lcarnplete victory regsrdless ff
Jbardships, j

Noting that American defeat
“already evident,” Mr. Ho saifi:

Cadmindsteation, . .. Not *+ the

500,000 men, but & total, com-
plete, unconditional withdray-

Reviewing. the situation ¢f

in the North have defeated
“The armed forces and peogfle:
The Nhan Dan editorial e-
scribed Mr. Ho’s appeal as
‘embodiment” of the “steel-like;

ese Communists to fight

B s ]

e lull of fighting in the South
hich is widely speculated as
reparations for a new wave of
gitacks.
| They 'also rejected President
guyen Van Thiew’s proposed
ee elections, alleging that they
re counter to the fundamental
rinciples of the 1954 Geneva ac-
ords in Indo-China.
They supported President Ho
i Minh’s appeal made on the
ve of the anniversary of the
tieneva agreements in which he
aid: “So long as United States
roops and the puppet adminis-
ation remain in existence in
outh Vietnam, really free and
emocratic general electiong
ill be absolutely impossible.”
President Ho repeated the ac-
usation that the U.S. sahotaged
e 195¢ Geneva accords which
‘grovided for the holding of free
lections in July, 1956, to reunify.
‘the whole of Vietnam.
‘| He again called for a political
lution in the South by accept-
ng the National Liberation
JFront's 10-point program, whlch
i cludﬁthe format
‘ ppsmﬁe \
onal coalition govemment 10

Jrganize free election. . - 3]

ASSOCTATED PRESS
18 July 1969

&S Vietnam Renews. Calf

12 July 1969
‘Thieu Moves Toward Peace

mission and supervxsed free electlons in Wthh
National Liberation Front could participate as a pa
Tepresents a most encouraging and major advance §
Saigon to a more flexible negotiating position.

‘government, no peace cabinet, no transitional goyp~
;ernment, not even reconciliatory government.” Mr.i
“Thieu has now unmistakably signaled that. he s’
“ready to negotiate. 4

The Thieu proposals are sufficiently broad as o
+Jeave ample room for fruitful bargaining if the Comy-
,munist representatives are prepared to abandon tl e
‘rigid stance they have assumed in Paris. ‘If they d 0,
‘not do so, the world will have every reason to di -'
believe Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko’s assurancs
that Hanoi and the Front are indeed “ready” for j
political settlement.

To spur a positive Communist response, Washingt

ising initiative on the political front by reciprocatink’
recent Communist moves toward reducing the levdl:
of military activity in South Vietnam. In addition,
President Thieu could underscore his declaration o
good faith by acting now to broaden .his Governmen
and by calling a halt to the prosecution of those wh
advocate the policy of reconciliation he hxmself ha
now in statesmanhke faghion- embraced, . ;

The agreements called for
the country to be reunited by

~Tor I{eumﬁcatzon Vote

SAIGON, July 18 (AP)—
South Vietnam called. again
today for reunification . of
North and - South . Vietnam
‘through free - elections under
international control.

. The appeal was made in a

tmarking the “Day of Shame,”.
the anniversary of the.signing
:of the Geneva Agreements of
1954 which ended the French
Indochinese War and divided

Foreign Ministry statement.

Vietnam at the 17th Parallel.. .

“elections in 1956. South Viet-
'nam did not sign the agree-
‘ment and in 1956 would not
‘agree to elections.

§ President - Thieu has pro-,
posed reunification through.
i“free choice” of the people of
,'the North and South.-The For-
‘eign Ministry statement today,,
(which in essence repeated this;
statement,:said: “The Republic]
of Vietnam solemnly asks
North Vietnamese authorities
to discuss directly and seri-
ously . . . reunification of the|
South and North through in-
ternationally controlled gen-;

CPYRGHT
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‘meet to discuss closer ties be
tween the two sides " .
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Eé-lesca}atlon But it is not in slqht for Hanoi has so far turned its bl k|
escalation towards peace. The United States wants to get out o]

ESCALATING PEACE EFFORTS

he end 0§ the Vietnam war seems neither far oft nor in sight.
b not seem far because Washington is bent on a process of nnht

mess that has hecome the Vietham war and it is unwise not ta

'}m.t t]u «()hmnn to thc v wtxmm problem is l)ohtu al and not n

W’J- - :
The t_mt of the war is datwnoml(al To date the war has cost

.mated 700,000 lives and $ 1.300 billion. Though the heaviest bu-
of the war has been borne by the Vietnamese people, the Unitge

es h‘L\ not been spared pmmhment The United States has so f
it near]v $ 300 billion. Its casuality record reads 33.000 killed s
OOO wounded Vietnam has hurt the U S. not onlv at the war fro
also on the home front and around the world,  No wonder the

fe}lumshment to the punisher.

the U.S. wants to get out of Vietnam. The wair has proved a sev

Approved

e i .
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an exit. U nless the effort to tlt‘—(’\tdldte the war is reciprocatefl,
conﬂxct could degenerute into a situation that will further threatga
1d peace and stahxht\ Hence the nnpmt.mu for both sides to regi-|a

Lll_

- [;and by encouraging reciprocity.

TECEG\'E YETESH AV

SAT[@“ IL’VE 14.

: mted States started bombing Nor|
E thlopm oppused and condemned thn 1

mg helped Lumch the Paris peace talky
contmued is an indication that no achig
on ' vear and does not furnish
Sh\tes no“ ha.s annutmced that it will

Lstrgnuth in Vietnan b\ withdrawing 23
: velcomed as a cataly st to the peace eff(

much ¢

D, the Llst four \ears the v nited St
pedce eﬂurts in Vietnam. Nor

ns for peace talks. Another opportunity
. ﬁered in ‘the troop reduction just ann

the e | forces dmt must tacitly agree
' people of \’lel‘n'xm }mv.e lmd wars fm ovdr
ce fora change. - '

Vietnam. The combatants have mamtest
v'brmg'about a neaotxated settlement by
f\"l}at has been done for peace in the 1.\
ot been enouo‘h Both sides muist now 1
'mltlatmg and recxprgxatnw in a de

g,b.mw about a negotiated :ettlement b\ ¢

huse for comtort.

'ORK

1969

th Vietnam in February 1965
ymbing. The raids against the
g g

I\orth were totally halted last Octoher and the cessation of the bomb

The fact that the talks have
ventent has beeu made after
The United
teduce its troon
This should be

unilaterally
000 soldiers.
rt goiug on in 'I’;u'is

Ltes has initiated or supported

h Vietwa and its allies de-

for reciprocating the bombmﬂ halt by showing up in Pa-

for a reciprocal action is now
hunced. Tlxe war in Vietnam

_.xs bemcr waged by the forces of mplt.tham and cotnmunisny, aud they

0 peace without vie tory. 'lhe
t\\ o demdex [ et them h‘n e

Vanous‘peace eff()rts are tr\mﬂ to elld tht IO ve: n nld war in

d a measure of w ﬂhntmc‘\s to
holding peace talks in “Paris.
t one vear is goud, but it has
ke bigger and better efforts

sescalation “of the war. The

- world in venenl and the non- dw'ned gtates in particular must help

editing initi; lt( (l pc.\u efforts
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HE WASHINGTON POST
June 1969

Top Hanoi Alde S pu

5 ST By Mumy Marder
woL Washington Pnut. Btaff Writer '

« PARIS, June 24—North Vietnam’s chief strategist in
Parls rejects in advance any compromise with the Saigon
rgglme for using a mixed commission of Communists
‘and non-Communists to organize a speelal eléctlon to
declde South Vietnam’s political fate.
<, Opposition -to any form of compromise involving the

o

TUnited Press International

LE DUC THO
e s » “yicious circle”

{present government in Saigon
;—on which the Nixon Admin-
«istration has pinned its hopes
“for a -diplomatic settlement of
.the war—was expressed yester-
day by Hanol Politburo mem:
.ber Le Due Tho.

In an interview with The
Washington Post, Tho equally
‘ruled out any form of inter-
‘national supervision or partici-
‘pation in an election test in
‘South Vietnam. He similarly
brushed aside any prospect for
formal or tacit agreement to
‘reduce the level of fighting so
long as the Nixon Administra-
tion- tries “to proceed from a

position, of strength” to -end

the war.

. The harshest language was
‘aimed at President Nxxon per-
'sonally, .

Lae : 6 ae o

‘States.”
[ Tho said that in the five

‘Mr. Nixon's "pemona’lmty”
and his deeds since he has
been in ofﬂce, said Tho, have
revealed a “warlike nature”
that has produced a policy re-
flecting “the most warlike
‘military circles in the United

months since President Nixon
has been in office he has en-
gaged in “futile . . . maneuv-
ers” that “can be compared to
building castles in the air.”
Now time is running out on
the President, said Tho. :

“Mr. Nixon finds himself in
a vicious circle, He wants to
withdraw TU.S. forces from
South Vietnam but he fears
that the puppet army and-the
puppet administration will
collapse. But if Mr. Nixon is
determined to pursue the war,
U.S. casualties will increase. ..

s to stay in Vietnam in order
‘to build .up the puppet army

“The intention of Mr. Nixon

and administration that will
‘permit the prolongation of the
‘war. But I think that time is
not on the side of Mr. Nixon.-

“Now ... what has Mr.
‘Nixon been able to achieve in
‘his 1ast five months at the con-
ference table? We. may say
that he has achievetl nothing.”

The essence of Tho's attack
has been reverberating for
some weeks here across the
.conference table.

But what Tho added was a
-highly personal attack from the
Jleading Communist pohcymaker
on this scene, who is one of the,
highest-ranking colleagues of;
North Vietnamese President
Ho Chi Minh and a veteran'
revolutionary whose words
carry speclal weight in Hanol,|

g e r‘«n..t'e

rns Nixon Moves,

! Tho's’ apparent objectivel
was to maximize the pressures
of American dissent and war
frustration mounting on the
- Nixon Administration, to put,
pressure on Washington to
{ accept the Vietcong-North!

iVnetnam tenpoint plan for'
| ending the war—most especial-

‘ ly, to abandon the present

l South Vietnamese regime. -

i 'The thrust of Tho's remarks
1 was intended to show no ray
of hope; no way around yield
ing to the demands: of the
-Communist side.

His comments appeared to
. support ‘the prevailing allied

‘strategy assessment that the
Communist side is determined,
at least in the next few weeks
of these talks, to show a total-
ly uncompromising posture in
order to stimulate more Amer-
ican and international de-
.mands on the Nixon Adminis-
‘tration for a change of policy.
The question among allied
-strategists is whether, after a
time, the Communist side will
‘shift to a more flexible nego-
hating stand if U.S. pohcy re-
.mains unchanged.

“Others Expound Theme

Normally, Tho rarely speaks
An public here, but now offis
cials on the Commumst side
of the negotiations have
“joined in expounding a similar
‘theme. Tho's official title is
“special adviser” to North Vi-
etnamese - delegation chief
.Xuan Thuy. But the white-
‘haired Tho, a man of dignity
and evident power, is recog-

nized as the dominant strate-!
‘gist facing U.S. Ambassador
i Henry Cabot Lodge, as he did
Lodge’s predecessor, W. Aver-
“ell, Harriman, who was much’
impressed with him as an ad-
versary.

Tho indirectly confirmed, in

‘a recent remark when he re-

ferred to a discussion with’
.Lodge that he has talked with

1Lodge privately, at least once.

‘In the interview, however,_
when asked if he saw any’
prospect for surmouting thex
negotiating barriers here by,
further private talks with J
Lodge, Tho said:

Approved For Release 1999/09/02 : CIA-RDP79-01194A000500080001 3
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supervision would not respect the enemy, Mr. Nixon is keep-

“We think that private meet.
ings do not constitute a deci-
sive factor In settling the
problem. If the U.S. is not se-
rious and has no good will,
whatever private meetings
there have been and how
many private meetings there
may be, they cannot settle the
problem.”
Tho also said:-
“In the previous moﬂth Mr
Nixon spread rumors to the ef-
fect that there were many se-,
cret meetings between us and
the United States Administra-
tion and that a settlement was
about to be reached. But the
truth is not so.
“On the 19th of June,” Tho
added, “Mr. Nixon also hinted!
at a settlement between two|
or three months. His intention;
is to created hope among the
American people. But the fact
‘| is that no progress at all has
been made in the meetings. In
fact, our positions are very far
apart ”
(What Mr. Nixon said at his
‘White House news conierence
that day, was: “Now we are
down to substance” and “the
Swo sides are far apart. But we
believe that the time has come
for a discussion of substance
and we hope within the next;
two to three months to see‘
some progress in substantwe,
discussions.”) Y
Tho, speaking In Vietnam-
ese at his delegation head-
quarters here in suburban
Choisy-le-Roi, with a North Vi-
etnamese interpreter translat-
ing his words into English,
developed the theme that all
responsibility for the impasse
in these talks rests squarely
on Preisent Nixon.
“The personality of Mr.
Nixon,” said Tho, speaking
partially from written notes, is
especially important because
“the President of the United
States is in a position to make’
decisions“on war without hav-
ing the consent of the Senate
and the House of Representa-
tives.”

That reference was one of
many scattered through Tho's
comments that appeared to be

by the Saigon regime of a
new form of “political settle-
ment” which was referred. to

high

‘replacement of the Saigon re-

This is the potential offer

on June 19 by President Nix-
on—reportedly to ~Saigon’s
irritation because Mr.
Nixon publicly anticipated its
action. This offer centers on
the so-called mixedcommis-
slon approach to an election
as an alternative to the Com-
munist demand for outright

gime by a provisional coali-
tion government, which would
then conduct its own election
for an entirely mew govern—
ment system.

Denied by Saigon

The Saigon government to-
day denied reports thdt such
a plan, to allow Communist
membership on an election
board, is even in the offing.

There have been growing

doubts that the Communists
will participate in an election
that the Saigon government
helps to organize. Those
doubts have increased consid-
erably since the Vietcong an-
nounced earlier this month
that they have formed a pro-
visional revolutionary govern-
ment as an outright “legal”
challenger to the Saigon re-
gime.
“ Tho virtually brushed the
whole question aside, There is
no room whatever for such an
approach, he said, in view of
the ten-point political program
of the National Liberation
Front, or Vietcong. That pro-
gram is now the program of
the new NLF government, as
well ‘as the program of North
Vietnam.

“As I have pointed out,” he
said, “in the ten-point overall
solution, general elections are
to be organized by a provision-
al coalition government. And
only in this way can fair and
democratic eleetions be held.
No other body than this pro-
visional coalition government
can organize fair and democra-
tic elections.”

acutely and adroitly aimed at
appealing to the sensitivities
of Mr. Nixon’s war critics.

The most important new’
lelement in Tho’s comments
;’was his seeming off-handed re-
[jection of the; most .sensi-
kive objective i‘n the Nixon
jAdministration’s attempts to
hudge the Saigon govern-
ment into negotiating range. of
the Vieteong.

on the questlon of internation-
al supervision of any electmn
He said:

Tho was similarly inﬂexible\

“The general election is an

internal affair of the South’

Vietnamese people. There can
can be no international super-
vision under whatever form to
supervise these elections be-
cause. such supervision would
constitute interference 'in the
internal affairs of fhe South
Vietnamese people and such

self-determination of the rights
of the South Vietnamese peo-
ple ”

-In his indictment of Nixon'
Admmistratlon policy, Tho
singled out, as formal Com-
munist statements here have
done, President Nixon's
‘speech at the Air Force Acad-
emy at Colorado Springs, on
iJune 4. In the speech, Mr.
Nixon firmly defended the ne-
cessity of American military
strength to preserve global
stability and assailed critics of
U.S. military power,

“This statement of Mr,
Nixon,” Tho charged, “has re-,
vealed the warlike nature of
Mr. Nixon” and shows “that
Mr. Nixon is still pursuing a
policy of positions-of-strengtht
on all problems of the world
. . these words by Mr. Nixon
have been embodied in his

tlefield as well as at the con-
ference table.”

. Tho said that “the U.S. has
been continuing to exert maxi-!
mum military pressure on the
battlefield. The ‘amount of
ibombs and ammunition it
used during the last five
months can be said to have
.exceeded the bombs and am-’
.munition used in every other
‘period smce the beginning of
the war .

Claims NLF Strong

He said that “from the .ces-
sation of the bombing of North
Vietnam” on Nov. 1 “to Janu-
ary, 1969, the U.S. was of the
opinion that thé NLF forces.

|

.on the battlefield have been
-weakened and that the NLF

forces have not been in a po-
sition to carry on their activi-
ty, and that is why the U.S.

‘has. mtensifled its own activ-

ity.
“But the reality,” he con-

‘tinued, “is that NLF forces

have not weakened in any

-way. In February, the Front

intensified the war just to
give an answer to the intensi-

lfied attacks of the U.8...."

Tho claimed that there have
been more “counter-attacks”
than the allied forces have ad-,

mitted.

He said, “In the month of
February when we counter-!
attacked the. enemy power-
fully, Mr. Nixon made noisy
statements about this, threat-
ening the resumption of the
bombing of North Vietnam,
But after his threats were re-
vealed {to be] in valn, now

at our people are increasing

eir counterattacks . against

policy in Vietnam, on the bat- |

ing quiet . . . and a number
of papers under the influence
of Mr. Nixon have not spoken
about these countera:ttacks‘
Mr. Nixon’s intention is to
conceal the truth.” 1

Tho was asked for comment
on recent statements by Harri-’
‘tnan that the Communist side
.was prepared for a “disen-
gagement’ last November..

‘Harriman said he and his then-

‘deputy in Paris Cyrus R.
;Vance, believed that when
{the North Vietnamese pulled
the bulk of their froops out
of the northern provinces of
South Vietnam this represented,
“a political action on theu'
part.,”

But because North Vietnam
never has admitted officially

it has any troops in the South,?

Tho did not respond directly
to the issue. He said:

“As to the comment made
by Mr. Harriman, I think
every person has a right toj
give his own comment and I,
have no remarks on Mr. Harri4
man’s comment.”

Tho, tracing his version o
the history of the Viethames
war, said the U.S. is ‘now en-
gaged in duplicating its “fail-
ures” of the last 15 years.

The U.S. was defeated in
the “special war” it conducted;

1before introducing its own
Imassive forces into South Vlet-
|nam, said Tho.

Now, he added, “after four
years of local war, which
failed, the United States wants
to withdraw gradually and
build up the puppet army and
administration to shoulder the|
. main responsibility of the war
'while the U.S. stands aside,
commanding and aiding the
puppet army and administra-
tion to carry on the war. In
other words, the United States
wants to revert to the special
war as before.”

Sees Effort Doomed

But this is also doomed,
said Tho. “The U.S. has start-
ed to try this,” he added. “This,
can be seen at the Dakto bat
tlefield, Xuanloc and Blen-
hoa. As can be seen from these:
cases, the U.S. has let the pup-
pet forces {be]l directly de-:
feated and the U.S. had to
come as reinforcement and
saving forces . :

“We. can say that this was
the first step of de-American-
ization or ‘Vietnamization’ of
the war, and that this first
step of the maneuver’ has

failed ., ) .
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_ Tho was asked to comment
* jon the recent proposal by for-
mer Defense Secretary Clark
M. Clifford for a withdrawal
this year of “about 100,000”
U.S. troops as part of a gen.
eral pullout of all American
combat forces by the end of
1970.” :
He replied that “if Mr. Clif-
ford desires to withidraw U.S.
troops more rapidly than Mr.|
Nixon from South Vietnam
then I realige that thera s to
some extent a positive aspect
in his- statement. But there is
a very important point; that
is that Mr. Clifford still wants

;

[’HE WASHINGTON POST

to maintain in South Vietnam
the U.S. Air Force and logistic
troops to help the puppet
troops to de-Americanize' the
war. This is the wrong point
in his position,” oo
An equally “wrong. point” in
Clifford’s position, said Tho,
is that “only after the with-
drawal of what he c¢alled the
North Vietnamese forces from
South Vietnam will the U.N,
withdraw all its forces ... As
for us, we demand the U.S.
troops and the troops of its
allies -be rapidly. withdrawn
from South Vietnam without

any conditions being imposed.”,

' ' ~ - 00013
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! Tho nevertheless made it
evident, as he did at a recep-

tion here Thursday night, that
despite what he claims to be
a total lack of movement in
these talks on the part of the
United States and South Viet-
nam, his delegation has no
desire to break them off,

Even when asked if the
allied and - Communst sides
here are “further apart then
aver on politieal questions" as
a result of President Nixon's
latest show of support for the
Saigon government, Tho
avolded any characterization

of ~ absolutely impenetrable
deadlock. = = = i

11 July 1969

mprehensive Offer’.

* Following is a ‘partial text
of South Vietnamese. Presi
dent Thiew's speech propos-
dng a commission to arrange .
‘elections in South Vietnam:

. » » this war cannot be per- -
‘mitted to last indefinitely,
It should be ended one way

agalnst us, ean participate:
in the elections if they re-
mounce violence and pledge’
themselves to accept the re- .

- sults of the elections. :
2) To make sure that the '
elections would be con-
ducted in all falrness, an

results may be. We chal-
. lenge the other side to de-.
clare the same.

The other side claimg that . .
: 1t controls 80 per cent of the
population of South Viet
. nam. We say that they
dominate by force only a

drawal of non-South 'Viet
namese forces, and an end’

to violence and terrorism.

Today I renew the offer
. of private talks with the.
NLF, without preconditions,
to discuss the above and any’
other questions, toward the

‘or -another. We, the peace-
:loving people, would like to
;solve this war by way of re-
r conciliation,

‘forward, I feel fhat a major
/initiative is needed. To that
f.effect, we -are willing to
-make, as another act of good-

“this conflict.

¢ Both sides in this struggle

;affairs of South Vietnam
-should be decided by the

‘selves, in a free and demo-
. cratie fashion.

Ym—

| ple of South Vietnam to ex-
:gercise their right of self-
i determination, to : partici-.
pate in publie affairs, and
-to determine thetfuture of

' tlons in which they ean
4 gﬁ«nuinely express thelr
Ee

- eoercion.

.tions can be based on the
following principles:

‘which i8 now bearing arms

L. To move the negotiations
iwill, a comprehensive offer’

{for the political settlement of

ihave said that the internal.

ES outh Vietnamese them-

The only way for the peo- .

the country, is through elec-

oice, free from fear and .

- —

© In this spirit, fz'ee'. elec-:

- 1) All political parties and
- fgroups, including the NLF

» electoral commission could. -

~ ‘be set up, in which all po-
litical parties and groups,
including the NLF now
fighting against us, could be
represented.
The electoral commission

. will assure equal opportuni-

ties in the campaigning to
all candidates.

. It will also enable all polit-
ical parties and -groups to

participate in watching the.’
polls to see that people vote .

" absolutely freel Y, and in
watching the counting of the

ballots to see that they are’

thonestly counted.

3) An international bady'

is to be established to su-
. pervise the elections, and to
- make sure that the elections

fair to all.

4) We are prepared to dis- -

cuss. with the other side the
timetable and the modal-

ities under which the elec.

tions will be held, ,
5) There will be no re-

prisals -~ or.. disérimination

.. 'after the elections. E
-6) The Government of

il

Vietnam declares that it will -
abide by the results of the
| glections, whatever these
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small portion of the popula-
tion. Let these claims be put
to the test of elections, If the
other side really believes its .
own claims, and really

. stands for the right of self-

‘determination of the Viet-
mamese people, there can be
-1o reason for it not to accept
our offer of genuinely free
“elections, in which they can’
participate without discrim.
ination, not only in the vot-
ing but also.in the control
of the counting of the votes,
with international supervi-
sion.

To be meaningful elect-
tions should be conducted
under conditions under
which the South Vietnamese

- people can -‘exercise their -
are h eld under conditions Shon

choice, free. from fear and
coercion. S ,

. Thus, there 13 an obvious
connectlon between . free
elections, supervised with-

oy

restoration of peace and na-
tional reconciliation.

The other side should not
" misconstrue .our desire for
peace as a sign of weakness.’
It should not be induced by
our repeated acts of good
will into believing .that it
has only to remain admantly’
.hegative for us fo accept
eventual surrender,
We are fighting for a just
cause and in self-defense,’
and we are becoming every’
day stronger. We shall not .
‘grow tired in this struggle.
In fact there is a point be-
yond which we shall get’
tired of making unilateral:
‘acts of goodwill. Hanoi will’
then have to bear all the
consequences of the pro-
tracted war, and it has to as-;
sume full responsibilitis for!
the sufferings that it im-
poses on the people in both
parts of Vietnam.

REUTERS
6 April 1969
“Hanoi Finds No Progress

11 sessions in 2

AR AR

HONG KONG, April 6 (Reu-
ters)—The Paris.peace confer-
ence on Vietnam, after holding
onths, con-
tinues to mark time, the North

* The - Hanéi daily newspaper
said that the lack.of progress
was. the fault’ of the Unjtéd]
States for refusing to discuss
what' it termed the fundazqen«
tal ‘problems—an enczl tohUr;Ittec}
States aﬁsression and the tota

U_nited States

e
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CPYRGHT LAND REFORM IN LATIN AMERICA

Peru's Land Reform Law

On 2k June President Velasco of Peru announced. major land reforms that
provided for expropriation and redistribution of all major landholdings in
Peru, including those owned by U.S. compsnies. Under the new decree land
holdings will be limited, thercbydoing away with the large holdings of the
wealthy and the extremely small plots worked by peasants. The maximum gize
for privately owned lands will range from about 75 acres in the mountain
and jungle areas to approximately 370 acres in the coastal areas and up to
3700 acres for natural pasture lands. New, small landowners will be en-
couraged to join in cooperatives. Large estates will continue to operate
as units, but estate workers will share ownership and control.

Only two days after the program was announced, the government started
taking over the vast holdings of W. R. Grace and Company of New York.
These plantations, which will be operated as cooperatives, produce about
17 per cent of Peru's sugar. Since officials of the company have been
assured that fair compensation will be made for the expropriated property
and that other ihdustrial operations will not be affected, the company
has announced its support for the reforms.

The Peruvian government has promised compensation for the expropriated
property, partly by paying in cash and partly by issuing 20-year non-trans-
ferable bonds for the land; the bonds may then be exchanged for shares in
new industrial investments provided shares of equal value are purchased
for cash. Both skepticism and apprehension have been expressed as to the
underlying motives of the military regime in announcing such sweeping
reforms, as well as to the indications of other extensive and radical
changes to be made in the entire economic and social structure of the
country.

Land Reform Elsewhere in Latin America.

The problems created by land ownership in Latin America are well Known

- and are not unique to Peru. Although redistribution of the land, such as
outlined by the Peruvian govermment, is important in any program of land
reform, it is only one aspect of the problem. Other guestions include the
use made of the land -- whether it is cultivated or lies fallow; the nature
of land tenure -- whether farm workers are held in near-serfdom or live in
independence and dignity; the education and social welfare of the peasants
which, if increased, would help to close the great gap which separates them
from the small rulingelite; the development of unsettled or uhder-developed
land; and increase in agricultural production, both for domestic consumption
and for export. The goals are therefore both social and economic, with the
ultimate effect of restructuring the social, economic and political life of
a major part of the nation.
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Although it has taken many years to reach a national consensus in
each country on the dégirability and nature of such reforms, these goals
are now codified in reform laws in practically every Latin American country.
A few countries started their reform programs years ago, with Mexico as the
best known example. However, it has been mainly in the past decade that
most countries have passed laws to promote reform.

The impetus which led to thelr adoption came partly from a slowly
developed recognition of the problem and its solution, and partly from
encouragement by international agencies such as the United Nations and
the Food and Agriculture Organization. But the decisive push has come
from violent protest by the peasants: invasions of private and public
lands by peasants determined on reform or revolution.

In general, however, significant action on agrarian reform laws has
not been taken because of a variety of factors: Often proposed reform has
been too broad in scope; instead of focusing on a few key issues, it has
tried to change the rural tenure pattern, economy, society and technology
of the country all at once. Inaction has also resulted from a lack of"
funds, as reform has frequently foundered on the financial inability of
a government to provide the necessary capital to facilitate and accelerate
reform. Finally, it must be acknowledged that in many cases inacticn has
been mainly because of a temporary lessening of pressure from disgruntled
peasants. This respite, in turn, is due to various factors, including
the failure of Castroism in Latin America, the pitiful example of Communistd
directed agriculture in Cuba, the time needed to digest the partial gains

already made, and the hope raised by the passage of new reform laws in
numerous countries.

However, the respite will undoubtedly be brief if rapid and tangible
progress is not made in carrying out the promises of the reform laws.
The population explosion in Latin America will double in twenty-five years
the number of peasants seeking land -- but the amount of arable land can--
not be doubled. The rapidly growing population will also urgently need
food to eat, which can be produced only as a result of a revolution in the
agricultural methods of the continent. Adding to these problems, improved
communications and rising litevacyilevels will make the peasants ever more
conscious '6f the social and économic inequities they suffer and of the
promises of extremists to eliminate them.
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LIMA, Peru, June 25 (AP)~-
The Government of President
Juan Velasco Alvarado toda

announced the detalls of Peru's
sweeping new land reform law.
It limits the size of land-
‘holdings, strengthens small and
medium landholders and opens
a way for the converslon of
Jarge landholdings that produce

opcratlves, ‘
General Velasco said that the
law would be applied without
" lfavor to particular groups, and
that it would “end once and for
gll t};(e unfalr soctlal ‘order th?t
as kept peasants in poverly
and 1nigulty.” N lfﬁfiv‘
 Crowds in the  Plaza de
Armas at the Presidential Ryl-
.. |ace sang songs and danced#ast
ﬁlﬁht when the President fgkid
'the lands will be for “the
Peasants._" They shouted
- J#Bravol Bravol” when he fro-
¢laimed that native communl-
Jifes no longer would be calfed
Pindigenous™ but "peasant com-
gnunities.” . A

crops used by industry into co- .

¥ AmericanConcerns Mtecte;ﬁ :

: The law will involve the exs
{propriation of foreign - held
~ Jiands, Including holdings of the
- JAmerican-owned Cerro de Pasé

ining concern and W. R,
Grace & Co., which has sugdr
and paper interests in Peru. ¢
L The complex law establishe‘

a' Government bond issue for
fotal of $375-mlilion,

[ The Government will use the
Monds along with cash pay-
ments as  compensation  for
fhe lands and properties taken
gver. Cattle and agricultyral
Fquipment will be pald for’ in
_fash up to a certain vilue,’
pith the balance of the pay-
- Ipient in the Government bonds.:
It Bonds that the Govérnment
ssues In payment for these
roperties can be accepted im-
ediately at 100 per cent jof
their value if they are inveqéed
n industry and if half the
palue of the total investrmint
Js made in cash, The Govéfn-
Jment hopes by this -mean:%:o

D

R e

thanne] the wealth of the lagge
" Jandholding famliies into indus-

try. .

| The expropriated «lands will
Jpe sold to cooperatives, peasant
fommunities, agricultural so-
jieties of social interest and
ersons  previously judged

igollectively to . groups of
. (peasants who will be obliged
o construct the respective co-/

ualified, Land can be granted| .

Ve I Y HErEL S 1999/09/02 : CIA

: l  price WIII Fluctuate *

' The price of each grant will
be made through a buy-sell
contract, with right of eminent
domain for a prica that will
be . fixed according  to -the
economic capacity of the agri-
cultural unit that receives the
grant. The sale price will be
paid in 20 annual quotas, be-
ginning with the date the land
is awarded. o
“To be considered for a family
plot, a peasant must be a citizen
of . Peru, 18 years or older
‘head of the family, a peasant
without land and a resident
in the area. . .
The Government will give
technical and credit assistance

with priority to cooperatives,
peasant communitles and agri-
cultural socletles, which also

wlil be given preference in
direct export of their produc-
tion to the foreign markets
that pay the best prices, once
11‘1lazliona needs have been satis-

e 4 .

The average minlmum plot
slze wlll be seven acres, the
Government said, -

Industrial agrarian - prop-

erties—defined as agricultural
land, the produce of which is
& major source of material for
an industry—will not be divided
or geparated under the law, but
rather will be operated as units
by cooperatives,
A few hours before President
Velasco’s announcement, the
Government charged that the
National Agrarian Soclety, an
organization of big landiords,
planned to “carry out an in-
tense campaign by television
to stoF the implementation of
the reform, to halt sales of ag-
ricultural products to creats a
shortage, to start - strikes
against production and macket-
ing, to block roads with the
alm of disturbing transporta-
tion and to request suppors of
sugar workery to cooperats in
sabotage.” . :

The soclety rejected the Gov.
ernment’s accusation, saylng it
strongly protested ",tﬁese state-
ments lacking in widsom arnd
seriousneas.” T

taema—

L

b v

A Correction

The International Basle Econ-
omy. Corporation does not exs
gec tto be affected by the

oruvian QGovernment's agrar-
fan (reform bill, spokesmen for
the company said yesterday.

.. Jt was erroneously reported
in*The New York Times yes-
terday that the agrarian re-
form  measures - outlined -'by
Perti’s military junta Tuesday
, Would involve properties owned
by 'I1.B.E.C., a New York con-
‘gorn, : S

" The spokesmen said that the
company’s interests in Peru
‘ consggt of an insurance concern,.
a poultry-breeding operation,!
housing developmentd  (which
are sold with the land beneath’
them to the public) and a super-
‘market chamn. .

" *“Nelther - operation involves
any aﬂpreciable amount of
larjd,” the spokesmen said, “and
therefore we do nhot expect to
:bog,i affected by the agrarian re-
toryy measurel” - - oy

« ¥he company has lonig been
‘asdociated with the Rockefeller
family, - .which. .-.creatod; - they

world-wide  drganizaion * to]
'stimulate development.of poor-
‘er economics, However, 1t 1§
{now a publicly owned concern
in which Governor Rockefeller
‘owns “less than’ one-half of 1
per cent of tha shergs,” the
company; agddpd, ¥

b, S5
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a - 4 :
"Peru'to Seize /
U.S.-Owned ‘
CRYR . ,f
. fies
i,LIMAV iJ:ne 2%, ﬁglgirah;_ . Last October, the governr’,'l
er ud tod: g(;tewm expro- ment seized the properties of:
{nounce Y d P ts the International .Petroleum:
priate flltrnlmjor 1:3 t;acdl Co., a subsidiary of. Standard; ‘
iefd‘: f;e‘:: irio:‘;nthe 8;:,01,19' Oil of New Jersey, without'g - i
including vast lands owned b): compensation.’ Peru maintain-, .
ed that IPC had never legally:
. such U.S. investars as the
v ‘W. R. Grace Co. and New owned its Peruvlan Oﬂﬂeldl‘
York Gov. Nelson A Rocke- ’dnd ‘therefore owed the gov-
\ feller. {érnment about $600 milliox! K
- President Juan Velasoo ‘Al pas‘t profits.
varado promised “just com: ¢ The United States' resp\&
i pensation” for all land-hold- ed to the seizure by suspend
¥ ers, foreign and - Peruvian, ing .economic ald to Peru’ ,,‘
o whose properties will be turn- ‘share of the U.S. sugar imp0r§
ed over to the peasantry. .market; It has postponed ful
under an agrarian land re- ‘cancellation of these ltems un&
form. : til August, in hopes a settlei:
Velaseo' announced thé. gen- ‘ment can be reached betweem
'er?l objectives cgl :.he Iiamfl' "Peru and IPC. o }l
reform program:that will af-
fect millions of dolllars worth, ng_gg‘g‘(’l“;y I?;:urseseli‘ti:te:hgi 4 .
| -
3{,,,2,1&"";:’3:3,{:,3 \as P e,?;. U.S. fishing boats in waters 16,
claims are under its sovereign- .

tionwide television address..

His voice repegtedly broke:
with emotion. His immediate’
‘audience at the*Presidential
Palace interrupteé his speech
‘with applause and shouts of
#“Bravol” -and "tha land re-
form!”.

The land reform law, Velas!
co said, “will be . applied’
throughout the colintry, with-

i out privileges and%with no ex-
s ceptions. Only in éxis manner
will a coherent agricultural
development be possible” *{

. This made it clear that all
of the major U.S. investors in
Peru would feel the’ bite of
the reform law, a development -
which swept far beyond even’
the most pessimistic predie-
tions of diplomatic observersl
here, # 3

[Under Peru's previous
agrarian reform' law, the - Ve-
lasco government earlier ex-
propriated agricultural land:
‘holdings of the Cerro Corp.,!
_ a US-based firm engaged|
g /chiefly in mining. The com:

: pany did not oppose the move,;

and was_compensated for its|

holdings.}

ity. The United: States recog—‘;

‘nizes only a 12mile’ “limit,)

against the Peruvian claim ‘t

200 miles, and has cut off arms! -
sales to Peru in retallation fori'

the seizures.
“Among the U.S. firms stand} *

“Ing to be hit hardest by the|:

new law is the Grace Co,|
which apparently will lose its
Vast sugar plantations at Para:
monga and Cartavio. Diplo-
'matic sources: ‘'said the Grace
.holdings “will be in the mll-
rlions of dollars.” "

{ ~About 40 per cent’ of Peru's
sugar production'is estimated;
‘to come from U, S.owned plan-
jtatlons. v R i
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. The titles in this bxhhography have been: careful]y selected.”
.+ Even though they total slightly moré than 150, they repre-‘:i
* sent merely a small fraction of the items thoroughly perti-.
"nent to the subject that might have been included. Such a:
-list seems especially short if it is compared with those in the"
- two most comprehensive bibliographies in the field, one ed-'
d by Accioly Borges and the other compiled and edited by. -

- Carroll, which contain 1,164 and. 1,072 items, respectively. -
i Moreover, the titles included here are by no means limited:. .

2
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FROM: AGRARIAN REFORM IN LATIN AMERICA
Editor: - T. Lynn Smith
Publisher: Alfred A Knopf, New York, 1965

§

i
}
:

 to those given in these two excellent sources,

In determining specifically which pubhcatlons to include,’
- out of the welter of possibilities, there were many complex--
 ities to be faced and many decisions, some of them rather,
- arbitrary, to be taken. Perhaps a bricf mention of some of the-

_basic criteria used and of exceptions made will enable the.

_to items that may be said to have professional standing— .

“reader to evaluate more adequately the results of the en-

deavor, First, it was considered essential to give preference: -

- represented by the books, monographs, and articles in rcc-
 ognized journals in such fields as economics, history, geog-

raphy, and socmlogy—over those that appeared in newspapcrs.

. or in popular magazines, or the many that have been cztcu-.

_lated merely in mimeographed form.

Next, it was thought preferable to concentrate largely upon d

“pubhcatmns of a substantative nature, to which the rcader

- recent and comprchenswe bibliographies were included, how-;

ever, because tlxey are lists that greatly surpass and outmode

might go for additional analysis and description of problems
- and programs, rather than to use much of the spacc for bibli-.
ographies, guides, and other aids to research. The two most’

;.all earlier compilations.

. Because the bulk of the pertinent material is of tecent-.}
corigin, a preference was. given to studies published since -
. 1950. Nevertheless, an intensive search was made for earlier”
. background materials, and a considerable- number of the;
-’more significant early items was included. Likewise, despite -
., the fact that much of what has been published on the sub--
]ect of agrarian reform in Latin America deals. with matters”

; in Brazil, Mexico, and Colombia (for which Carroll includes’
184, 106, and 75 titles, respectively, in contrast with only 4 :
 for the Dominican Republic and 7 for Panama), an attempt.
was made to represent all of the w:de]y divergent sectlons of E.

+ Latin America.

¢ It was assumed that most of those who read this volume:
< will find additional réading on the subject of agrarian reform:

. more accessible and more useable if the materials are in Eng:

+lish, Therefore, in this bibliography preference was .given to
- books, monOgraphs, and articles written in _that language.,

i

-

+quently antiquated systemy ‘:-
 the soil in parts of Latin America, to locality groupin gmld

Taylor, and thtten are cspcc:ally valuablc. _

‘Even so, however, the prcdonimaucc of those who write in*

Spamsh or Portugucse, among those who have madc fund'\-,
. mental contributions to the exposition of matters related to

! agrarian reform in Latin Amcrica, is so grcat that approxj- .’
: mately two-thirds of all tho items {n our list are nvmlnblc 2

 only In ona or the ather of these languages,

#this compilation of titles to works by Latin American cconq
. mists, historians, geographers, and sociologists who have es-

;;r? Finally, particular attention was given to the inclusion m k

" tablished ‘cnviable reputations for competeney in their 1c-
“spective fields, and to works by their fellows in the United ©
1 States and Europe whose names have come to figure ]’)l’OITll .
- nently in the study of Latin-American peoples and socictics. k
In conclusion it shoqld be indicated that many of the .

_ bibliographics relating
“cultural holdings, to t

- books in our list thqms;k/es contain substantial and sc'lcl:tcd(,"i7

highly institutionalized and Hre:
used for extracting products ir

land tenure and the size of agri-

commumty organization and development, and to other ng'_ ke <.
o

‘ters cloSely related to agrarian reform in the area under cap-

-sideration. In this respect the books by such authors as Falg j:
Borda, Fernindez Y Ferndndcz, Ford, Horne, Leonard, Mec:
: Bride, Mendieta y Nifiez, Nelson, Senior, Smith, C. C.c,;

'\.'l

‘Accmly Borgcs, Pompey, | ed B;bltogmﬂa séhre Reformd ’

Agrdria. Rio de }ancno Instltuto de CanCI’IS Soma;s,
« Universidade de Brasil, 196:

Accnén Sindical Chilena, Tierra y Labertad por la Refonyd
Agraria, Santiago: Acciép Sindical Chilena, 1961.

Ad1ms, Richard N., “Fregdom and Reforn in Rural Ln!m'

- Amcrica,” in l'rcdenc B. Pike, ed., Freedom and Reform

"*.in Latin America. Notre Dame, Ind University of No;rﬁ:i{

Dame Press, 1959, pp. 203-230.

Aguﬂcz Berlioz, Rodolfo, Régames‘ Agrarios. Guntcm-\‘__ ;

- Talleres de la Tipografia Nacional de Guatemala, 195%.."
Alcx'mder, Robert J., “Agrarian Reform in Latin America, 'f’j,

.. Foreign Aﬂazrs, Vol 4L No 1 {October, 1962) pp,/

191-207.

The Bolivian Nataonal Revolution. New Brunswm'k
“N.J.: Rutgers University Press, 1958.

Antczma i, Luis, Resultudos de la Reforma Agrana en:
- Bolivia. Cochabamba; I'. O. Cuenca Sucs., 1955.

Arze Loureiro, Eduardo, Actitudes Souales Rclac;anadas

¢ con la Reforma Agraria en Bolivia {(Mimcographed). Ca-'

o . racas: Escucla de Ciencias Econémlcas, Univ crsndad CCQ-
" tral de Venczucla, 1958,

‘ .J

44

Baldcrrama G,, Adalid, La Reforma: Agrcma y la Expcncﬁr:_

cia Boliviana: La Paz: Editorial del Estado, 1959.

'Barbero, Guiscppe,- “Realizaciones .y Problemas de Ia Re-
"forma Agraria en DBolivia,” ' El ‘Trimestre Econdmico
(Mémco), Vol, XXVIII, No, 4 (Octubre Dncxcmbrc,".{%

’ 1961) pp. 6iz-650.

Bnrros, Ilenrique de, A tstfutura Arrrdna como Obstdculov
& Agdo Agronbrica; a Reforma Agrdna como Problema -

Lconémico, Sio Paslo: Escola de¢ Soc logla ¢ Politxcn,f'
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la Redistribucién de Tierras en América Latina.” Revista' i
Interamericana de Ciencias Sociales, Vol. 2, No 1v' __ the Prime Minister of Cuba, 1959. -
" (1963), pp. 5-28. "
! Bernhard, Guillermo, La Reforma Agraria en los Paises L. ase Destino. Cuqdemos (Paris}), NO 53 (196’)- PP-;
» Latinoamericanos. Montevideo: Imprenta Garcia, 1962:: . 5567,
: Beyer, Robert Carlyle, “Land Distribution and Tenure in "‘—“"" Revo]uhon, gefoml Conscrvahsm Thrcc TYP” °E
Colombia.” Journal of Inter-American Studies (Gaincs- . Agrarian Stmctute. Dissent; V°l IX N°' 4 (‘953)v PP'
ville, Fla.), Vol. III, No. 2 (April, 1961), pp. 281-290. 350-363.

B onilla, Frank, “Rural Reform in Brazil.” Dissent, Vol. IX, | De Young, Maurice, Man ‘and Land jn the Haitian. Ec'on-
: i omy, Gainesville: University of Florida Press, 1958,

~+ No.g4 (1962) pp- 373-382. h
{ R Dxégucs, Manuel, Jr., “Antecedentes da Reforma A r.’ma no
_ Bmznl Comissio Nacional de Polftica Agririn, efarma Brasil” Cuadernos Brasieiros (Rio de ]ancnro),g Anq :

B Agrdrm no Brasil, Estudos e Projectos. Rio de }anexro.l N

. "Editora e Grafica Guarany Ltda., 1956. ‘ 0. 419““;0 -Agosto, 163 ), pp. 51-54.

: Cardoso, Fernando Henrique, * “Tensbes Sociais no Campo e ""'_" %’” c‘:’?"o ¢ Propricdade da Terra no Brasi. quSh‘
Reforma Agréria.” Revista Brasileira de Estudos Politi-; Q‘D‘"g:""iv y Pan Amcrican Union, 1959. E

* cos, No. 12 (October, 1961), pp. 7-26. s Cunigrmgf)fgrqﬁ &grfggg Rio de Ianelro Scmco

“Carranza, Carlos P, Reforma Agraria en Argentina. Buenos - Duran, Marco Antonio, Del Agrarismo a la Rcva I ptdn

Libertad de 1 -
é:]r]etsmfclhth:\socmmén Argentina por Ia Libertad de la © ., Agricolo, México: Tallercs Grificos, de Ja Nacién, 1947
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